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PROCEEDINGS (3; 

MR. IDOMIR: Your Honor, I spoke to Mr. Levenson a few days ago and I 
have the notes of my conversation with him. I feel he is an indispensable 
witness so far as this defendant is concerned. He could testify to the fact 
that extreme duress was used against Parker by Government agents or informers - 
I don’t know the status of each and every one — to the extent that he was 
threatened to be killed, that a knife was used in these threats, in (<0 
carrying out these threats. He would testify that my client. Your Honor, was 
frightened to the point where he had no alternative 'out to comply with the 
demands of these agents and/or informers to procure narcotic drugs. 

After apparently consultation with his counsel, I know at this time 
that he will refuse to testify. He is due to be tried on June 14th, Your Honor. 
I feel that in view of the circumstances and the information that he was 


available and which should be made available to the Jury, in view of those 
facts, this case should be continued beyond June l-*th, until he has been 
tried, and at that time I would be in a position, I feel, to have him testify 
to certain matters at least. 

THE COURT: You have a right to call him. 


MR. IDOMIR: I would call him. Your Honor, but he wouldn't testify, he 


told me he wouldn’t, after consultation with counsel, he will refuse to do so. 


He was the man, — as a matter of fact, he was the "in," so to speak, in 


Washington in getting the agents and/or other Government informers in contact 


with my client, -- to show the entire, what I contend is, entrapment. 





THE COURT: He can’t refuse to testify, cpn he? (4; 

I®. IDOMIR: It is my understanding he will take the fifth amendment. 

MR. LYMAN: Your Honor, we represent Solomon Levenson, who has been (5; 


subpoenaed in this case. The subpoena has been properly issued and this man 
is here. He is a defendant |n Criminal Case No. 409r55, which is pending in 
this court and awaiting trial. 

Unknown to Mr. Gordon and myself, Mr. Idomir talked to my client about 
this case. Mr. Idomir never consulted us, never requested our permission, at 
least he didn r t do that. He never contacted us. Our client got in touch with 
us after Mr. Idomir talked to him. Mr. Levenson is not a defendant in this 
case, 407-55, and we have advised Mr.- Levenson not to testify on the ground 
that he might incriminate himself under the fifth amendment. 

As I say, he is here, but I want to Court to know that we have advised 
Mr. Levenson not to testify on the ground that he might incriminate himself. 

I also told him if he does testify in this case, to get another counsel iu 
Case No. 409-55, because if he wants us to represent him, we want him to 
follow our advice. 

Now, of course, he is here, but I want to advise the Court that that is 
going to be his position, and he has nothing to do with No. 407-55. 

THE COURT: I know you had this up before Judge Holtzoff, and he denied 
your motion. 

MR.. IDOMIR: He denied it. Your Honor. 

For the record, may I say this, in view of Mr. Lyman’s statement. (6J 
I attempted to contact Mr. Levenson for, I would say, almost two months. I 
was unable to locate him. I believe he was away from home most of the time. 
The phone would ring and no one would answer or his wife would answer and say 
Mr. Levenson is not there. 

Now I saw Mr.. Lyman in court arguiag^a motion in his case, I believe, 
with Mr. McLaughlin, and at that time I realized Mr. Lyman was his counsel. 

I talked to Mr. Lyman out in the hallway and asked him where Levenson was. 

At that time I was advised by Mr. Lyman that he wasn’t iu a position to tell 
me where he was. I told him he was an indispensable witness and I felt I 
should talk to him. Mr. Lyman just couldn't tell me, he told me, where he 
was..1 told him I would call him later on. 

I called Mr. Lyman. He was busy at his office. So eventually I was able 
to locate Mr. Levenson, but I talked to him directly as a witness in another 
case, not as Mr. Lyman's client in his own case, and he is most indispensable. 
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I feel after the 14th, after he is tried, his position vould be different, (6) 
and the jury would not know about these facts. 

THE COURT: Well, ve will proceed and you can call him. 

MR. LYMAN: I just want to say this. Your Honor* At the time Mr. Levenson 
is called in this cas§^ 407r55, I respectfully request permission of the 
Court to be present to advise him as to his rights as a witness in this (7) 
case, since I represent him as his attorney in another case. May I be present? 

j 

THE COURT: You have a right to be. 

MR. IDCMIR: Your Honor, for the record only, may the record show that I 
object to the Court's ruling in denying a continuance? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

Walter s. flalkewicz (24 

was called as a witness by the Government, and after being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Q Your full name is what: 

A Walter Stanley Fialkewicz. 

Q Where are you employed? 

A Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

Q Located where? 

A In Baltimore, Maryland. 

i 

Q Calling your attention to the month of January, 1955, where (25, 
were you employed? 

A I was on an assignment in Washington, D. C. 

Q And on that particular date of January 12, 1955, can you recall 
where you were between the hours of 10:30 and .11:30? 

A Yes, I can. 

Q Where were you? 

A I was at the home of Solomon M. Leveuson, which is at 630 Jefferson 
Street, Northwest, Washington, D. C. 

Q What time did you arrive at his house.-' 

A About a quarter to 11:00 I arrived there, sir. 

Q. Was there anyone with you at the time that you arrived at his home? 

A Yes. 

Q Who was with you? 


A Conrad Dale Reed 


Q After you arrived at Levenson 1 * home, did you see anyone else 
there besides Levenson, yourself and Reed? 

A Yes, Parker arrived, 

Q How loxig were you at the house before Parker arrived? 

A Oh, 10 to 15 minutes at the most, 

Q Did you yourself or did Reed do anything in your presence that 
caused the arrival of the defendant Parker? 

A Reed called Parker on the phone. 

Q And after Parker arrived at the house, you say it was approxi- (26) 

mately what time? 

A It was a little after 11:00 o’clock that Parker arrived. 

Q That is, P. M.? 

A P. M. 

Q, After Parker arrived at those premises, did you have any conversation 
with him? 

A We had a general conversation and then a discussion of narcotics. 

Q All right, what conversation did you have with the defendant 
Parker, if any, pertaining to narcotics? 

A I asked him if he could purchase narcotics. Levenson also was in 
the conversation, and he also asked if he could purchase narcotics, too. 

Parker mentioned certain people that he knew, and one in particular was a 
Bill Brown, who Levenson had known from the past, and they agreed to go to 
Bill Brown. Then we all left in a hired cab that Levenson was driving at 
that time. 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

I am not 

Q 

A 

Q 

Theatre? 

A 

C 

A 


Who left in the cab? 

Parker, Levenson, Reed and myself. 

And where did you go in the cab? 

We vent to the Howard Theatre, which is located at 620 T Street, 
too familiar with that address. 

What section of the city, can you recall? 

I think that is northwest. (27; 

What time would you say you arrived in the vicinity of the Howard 

That was about 11:30 at the latest. 

What happened when you arrived in the vicinity of the Howard Theatre? 
Well, we parked in front of the theatre, there was an intermission 


at the time, or a group of people standing out front, and Parker noticed 
Brown, and he left the cab. 



Q Just what did Parker say, if anything, at that time? (27) 

A He says, ’'There’s Brown now." He got out of the cab and went to 
Brown and spoke to him a few minutes. 

Q And what happened after that? 

A He returred. 

Q Who returned? 

A Parker returned, and he stated that Brown had to go back in the 
theatre where he was playing for a few minutes more and that we should return 
and pick him up, pick Brown up. We drove around about a three-block area just 
once and parked again, and there we saw Brown standing. Parker got out of the 
cab again, went to Brown, talked to him for a few minutes, then both joined us 
in the cab. 

Q Both? 

A Both Parker and Brown joined Levenson, Reed and myself. 

• 4 

Q What happened after Brown and Parker joined you in the cab? (28; 

A Well, there were introductions. Levenson knew Brown, and there was 
a discussion between Levenson and Brown about some suspicions of Levenson 
about a previous arrest here in the District. Then we told Brown that we 

i 

were interested in buying some heroin. At this time he asked how much, and I 
told him I was interested in about $15 worth, and Levenson also spoke up and 
he instructed us — he instructed Levenson to drive to 14th and Euclid Avenue. 

Q Parker was right there in the car, wasn’t he? 

A Yes. 

Q Go ahead. 

A He told him to drive to 14th and Euclid Avenue, and at 14th (29) 
Street, off Euclid, he told him to park down a little further on Euclid Avenue. 
At that time Brown asked for the money. I pulled out $15, and Levenson, I 
think, had $12. I offered it to Brown, and he refused to take it. Than there 
was a count of how much money, and he says, "Well, it will be $15.50." and 
Levenson offered it to Brown also, and he refused to take it. In our presence 
he told Parker to take the money. Levenson gave Parker $12 and I gave Parker 
$15.50, and Parker simultaneously handed it over to Brown. Brown then left 
the cab, walked towards 14th Street, was out of sight for only a few minutes; 
then I looked through the rear window and X saw Brown returning. He immediately 
got in the cab and handed to Parker a small piece of paper, and Parker at the 

same time handed it to me. I held it open while Levenson removed from there 
I don’t know exactly how many capsules of heroin, and the remaining I put in 
my pocket. 
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( 29 ) 


• • 

Q How many did you put in your pocket? 

A There were 9 capsules. 

Q Now during that tin*/ what did you do after you received the 9 
capsules? 

A Wen, the?© vm a general discussion as t© where %9 go, at which 
time Brown said he wanted to go home, and we drove around 4th and Webster, 
Northwest, where Brown got out and went on. Now Barker and Levenson and Reed, 
they were talking about seeing someone, and I wanted to be excused. I told 
them to stop the cab, and he had a radio in his cab, the taxicab, (30) 

Levenson, at which time he called another cab to meet us at that location, 
which was around Florida Avenue, I recall. The cab came in a couple minutes, 
and I left Levenson*s cab, walked over to the other cab and left the area. 

Q Now in that transaction for those 9 capsules, did you give the 
defendant Parker any order form issued by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the purchase of narcotics? 

A I did not. 

Q Did you give any to Brown? 

A I did not. 

Q Did you give any to any particular one in that group that night? 

A I did not, no. 

Q Now the 9 capsules that you received from the defendant Parker, 
what did they contain? 

A I made a field test * 

Q No, from their appearance at the time that they were turned over 
to you. 

A A white powdery substance. 

by McLaughlin: (3i) 

Q I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 1 
and ask you if you can identify that? 

A I can. 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 1 as what? 

A This is the small brown manila envelope that I placed the 9 capsules 
in, initialed it, dated it and sealed it. 

Q What 9 capsules did you place in there? 

A That I received on the night in question. 

Q At the time they contained what? 

6 


A A white powdery substance. (31 

j 

Q What did you do with Government Exhibit 1 after you received it? 

A I made a field test of it with a Marquis reagent. 

Q What do you mean by a field test? 

j 

A The Marquis reagent is an acid formaldehyde which is an acid content 
which is made by the Bureau, a little glass container* When putting this 
white powdery substance in it, it will make a reaction. It had a derivative 
of opium. 

THE 'WITNESS: Well, I made a field test of this and the reaction (32, 

showed to me it contained some foreign substance other than what it just 

j 

appeared to be, at which time I put the capsules in this small en/elope, 
initialed and sealed it. 

Q After you did with Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 1 as you have just stated, what did you do with it after that, showing 
you Government Exhibit 1-A? 

I 

A I then placed this envelope into this envelope here. 

Q You put Government Exhibit 1 — refer to it as that and the other 

as Government Exhibit 1-A. 

A I placed 1 into Exhibit 1-A. This is a Treasury Department lock 
sealed evidence envelope. I filled out the front of the envelope with all 
the information and signed it on the back. 

Q Is there any difference in its condition today than when you put 
Government Exhibit 1 into it? 

A Yes. 

Q What is it? 

A It has been torn off. That is the only way it can be opened (33, 
after sealed. 

Q Was it sealed after you put Government Exhibit 1 in there? 

A Yes, it was. 

Q. After you put Government Exhibit 1 into Government Exhibit 1-A and 
sealed it, wha> did you do with Government Exhibit 1-A, showing you Govern¬ 
ment Exhibit 1-8? 

A I placed it in a large mailing envelope and sealed it* 

Q That is. Government Exhibit 1-B? 

A 1-A into 1-8, and I mailed it by registered mail to the U. S. 

Chemist here in Washington, D. C. At the time when I registered it, I 
requested a return receipt, which I received. 
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Q Now after January 12, 1953, did there come a time on January 24, (33) 
1955 when you saw the defendant Parker again? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q All right, just tell under what circumstances you saw the defendant 

(34) 

Parker on January 24, 1955. 

A On January 24, 1955, I called Parker at his residence and asked him 
if he could get in contact with Brown in order to purchase some more heroin. 
This time he says no, he couldn't, hut he knew a better source^ And I said, 

"All right, 1*11 meet you." And we went to his house out in Takoma Park. 

There was Agent Tremoglie, Reed and myself. We went to Parker's house and 
met him. 

Q What time would say that was? 

A That was about 9:30 p. m. 

Parker entered the car and instructed us to drive to North Capitol 
and R Street. At North Capitol and R Street, Parker left the car, went to 
the North Capitol restaurant and made a phone call. He returned to the car 
and asked for the money. At that time I handed him $21 of official advanced 
Government funds, and he left our sight for only a few minutes. He returned 
back and he stated that he had met the source of supply and that there would 
be a delay of about 45 minutes and that v/e should wait in the restaurant for 
later word. There was Tremoglie, Reed, Parker and myself. We waited in the 
North Capitol restaurant up until about 10 of 11:00. At this time we left the 
restaurant. Parker walked on North Capitol towards Florida Avenue. The three of 
of us, Tremoglie, Reed and myself, entered the Government car, circled the 
block and parked around R Street, facing North Capitol. Parker waited on the 
corner for a few minutes, then was observed walking down and entering 
into a 1948 DeSoto. As he entered the car, the car pulled from the curb, (35) 
drove up North Capitol for about a block and a half. We immediately followed. 
The car made a U turn, was pointing going in the direction towards the Capitol 
on North Capitol when it spotted us following him. They blinked their lights, 
blew their horn and pulled aside. We pulled aside parallel to them, but both 
facing different directions. He drifted down the street a little further, and 
Parker got out of the automobile. He immediately joined us in the Government 
car, at which time he handed me an empty Mounds candy wrapper which contained 
in it 10 capsules of heroin. 

Q I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 2 
and ask you if you can identify that? 
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A Yes, I can. (35) 

j 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit 2 as what? 

A As the empty Mounds candy wrapper. I have my initials affixed thereon 

Q Is that the exhibit that you received from the defendant Parker on 
January 24th? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q And it contained what at the time that you received it from (36) 

Parker? 

A 10 capsules of a white powdery substance. 

Q In that transaction, did you give Parker any order form issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase narcotics? 

A I did not. 

Q Where there any Government stamps in and around the package, that is, 
the paper or the capsules themselves? 

A No. 

Q After you received Government Exhibit marked for identification 
No. 2 from the defendant, what did you do with it? 

A I initialed it and again made a field test of it; 

G What did you do with it after that? 

A After that, I placed it in a Government lock sealed envelope and 
submitted it by registered mail to the U. S. Chemist here in V/ashing ton, D. C. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 2-A and ask 
you whether or not you can identify that? 

A Yes. This is the lock sealed envelope in which I placed Exhibit (37) 
No. 2. 

Q After placing Exhibit No. 2 into Government Exhibit 2-A, what did 
you do with Government Exhibit 2-A? 

A I locked it, sealed it, had it witnessed and placed it in a mailing 
envelope. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit 2-B. 

A I placed 2-A in 2-B and sent it by registered mail to the U. S. 
Chemist here in Washington, D. C. 

Q After January 24, 1955, did there come a time when you saw the 

defendant Parker again? 

A Would you repeat that, please? 

Q I say, after this date of January 24, 1955, did there come a time 


when you saw Parker again? 



(37 


A Yes, I did. I saw Parker on January 30th. 

Q All right, tell us under what circumstances you saw Parker on 
January 30th. 

A Well, on January 30th, about 6:00 o’clock, I called Parker and 
discussed the purchase of narcotics with him. At that time he told me he 
was going downtown to a friend’s house and to call him there later that (38J 
evening. A little before 7:00 o’clock, I called Parker at the phone number 
that he gave me and asked him if he would purchase some narcotics for me. 

He said yes and to meet him at 1342 North Carolina Avenue, Northeast. I 
drove to that area a little after 7:00 o'clock and I met him, at which time 
he entered the car and instructed me to drive to North Capitol and R Streets. 
At North Capitol and R Streets, I parked the car. Parker left the car, walked 
down North Capitol and in a few minutes returned with a man who he introduced 
as Peter Pogue. 

In the automobile we discussed the sale of narcotics, and Pogue told me 
that he was willing to sell and that I should follow him to the place where 
he was going to purchase the narcotics in my car as he drove his car. Pogue 
went to the corner, entered a 1948 DeSoto and signalled me to follow him. 
Parker was in my automobile. Y/e drove to Lament and Water Streets. There 
Pogue instructed me to park and he parked up a little in front of us. He left 
his car and joined Parker and I in the Government car. At this time we dis¬ 
cussed the sale of narcotics again, and this time I gave Pogue $20 of official 
advanced Government funds. 

Pogue left the car, told me to wait for a few minutes, went back into 
his automobile, drove up Water Street, went out of sight for a few minutes. 
About five minutes later Pogue drove back into the area, parked his car, 
left his car and entered our car. At this time he handed me a small — (39, 

he had in his hand a small piece of paper which contained capsules with a 
white powdery substance. He further discussed the sales of more for the future 
and he told Parker to give me Pogue’s phone number, his, Pogue's phone number, 
so that I may call Pogue direct and purchase narcotics. Parker did write 
down the number and handed it to me. 

Then Pogue opened up the package which had the small white capsules and 
said he was going to take one for his services. Then he handed the package 
to Parker. Pogue left the car, told me to call him any time I wanted to, got 
in his car and drove off. I asked Parker where he wanted to go, and he said 
back to North Carolina Avenue. I drove back to North Carolina Avenue, and as 



Parker was getting out of the car, Parker said he was going to -take two (39) 
capsules, one for his girl friend and one for himself, as he got out of the car. 
I says, "I don't care, just give me what belongs to me." He got out of the car 
and he left. I got the package. 

Q That did ho give you? 

A 10 capsules. 

Q Containing what? 

A A white powdory substance. 

Q And what did you do with than after you received them from the 
defendant Parker? 

A I initialed the paper and 1 placed them in a lock sealed onve- (40) 
lope, then mailed them to the U. S. Chemist for further analysis. 

Q Did you make a field test of them? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What did the field test show? 

j 

A The field test reaction showed that the contents of the capsules 
had a derivative of opium* 

Q After that date did you see the defendant again? 

A Yes, I saw him the next day on the 31st. 

Q That would be on January 31st. 

A That is correct. 

Q All right, tell us under what circumstances you saw him on 
January 31st. 

A On January 31st I called Parker at his residence and asked him if 

I 

he could get in touch with Pogue, because I couldn't reach him, and he stated 
no, that he couldn't get in touch with him himself, he says, but he talked 
to Brown earlier and Brown was willing to make a sale of narcotics- 

C Let me ask you this. How did you get Parker's telephone number? 

A Parker himself gave it to me. 

Q He gave it to you for what purpose? 

A Tell, this was around January 7th that he gave it to me. 

Q All right, go ahead. On January 31st, what happened? (41) 

A Well, Agent Tremoglie and myself made arrangements to meet Parker 
out at Takcma Park, which we did* We met him out there about 9:30 with a 
Wanda Marie Donaldson, who was this girl friend that lived at 1342 North 
Carolina Avenue. Parker entered the Government car and instructed us to 
drive to Webster and 4th Streets, Northwest. At this location Parker and 
Miss Donaldson left the car and entered the basement of a house located on the 
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southeastern corner of that intersection there. After about a 15 minute (41) 
wait, Parker and Brown came from this house and entered the Government car. 

Brown at that time instructed us to go to 21st and Rosedale Avenue. He 

i 

was shoving the directions as I drove the car. At 21st and Rosedale I parked 
the car. At this time Brown asked me how much narcotics would I want to buy, 
and I told him $30 worth, and I handed him $30 of official advanced funds. 

Brown left the car, walked in the direction of Gales Avenue, which is to the 
rear from where we were parked, was gone about 10 or 15 minutes, returned 
and entered the car and handed to Agent Tremoglie a small package which con¬ 
tained 18 capsules of a white powdery substance. 

Q Were they handed to him in your presence? 

A Yes, they were. 

Q What did Agent Tremoglie do with those capsules? 

A Agent Tremoglie then handed them to me and I processed it by (42) 

making a field test and placing it in a regular envelope, then a lock sealed 
envelope and sent it to the U. S. Chemist by registered mail. 

Q I will show you Government Exhibit marked for identification No, 4, 
a tissue paper, and ask you if you can identify that? 

A Yes, I can. 

0. And you identify Government Exhibit No. 4 as what? 

A As the 18 capsules purchased on the 31st, 

Q What did you do with Government Exhibit No. 4 after you received it 
from Agent Tremoglie? 

A I placed it in this brown manila envelope, sealed it, initialed it, 
then placed — first I made a field test on it, then placed it in this envelope, 
then sealed it, then placed it in a locked sealed Treasury envelope. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 4-A, (43) 

I believe it is, and ask you to identify that? 

A Yes, I can. 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit 4-A as what? 

A As the locked sealed envelope in which I placed Exhibit No. 4. 

Q And after you placed Government Exhibit No. 4 into 4-A, what did 

you do with Government Exhibit 4-A? 

A I sealed it and placed it in a mailing envelope. 

Q Is that Government Exhibit 4-B? 

A 4-B, and sent it by registered mail to the U. S. Chemist here in 
Washington, D. C., for analysis of the contents. 


Q Now all the transactions that you have enumerated here on those (43) 


different dates, that is, January 12th, January 24tn, the 30th and tne 31st, 
they all happened in the District of Columbia? 

A They did. 

! 

Q Nov, do you see the defendant Parker here in court today? (46) 

A I do. 

Q Will you point him out, please? 

A He is the gentleman there (pointing) sitting next to counsel. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: May the record show he points to the defendant Parker 
named In the indictment? 

THE COURT: The record will so indicate. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 3 and (V7) 
ask you if you can identify that? 

A I can. 

Q. And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identification No. 3 
as what? 

A As the evidence I purchased on January 30th. 

C Of what year? (48) 

A 1955. 

Q From whom? 

A From Parker and Pogue. 

Q Did you give them any order form at that time? 

A I did not. 

C Did you give Pogue any order form? 

A No. 

Q Or the defendant Parker? 

A No.- 

G, Were there any Government stamps on them at any time when you 
received them from the defendant? 

j 

A No. 

Q After you received Government Exhibit 3, what did you do with it? 

A I made a field test on it, placed it in this envelope, initialed it, 

dated it, sealed it, and I placed it in this envelope. 

G I show you Government Exhibit 3-A and ask you to identify that? 

A Yes. I filled out this envelope, placed 3 into 3-A, signed it on 

the back and sealed it. 
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Q What did you do with Government Exhibit 3-A after you inserted (48) 
Government 3 in it? 

A I placed it in this envelope. Exhibit No. 3-B, and sent it by (49) 
registered mail to the U. S. Chemist in Washington, D. C. for further analysis. 

Q And Government Exhibit 3 at the time you received it from the de r 
fendant Parker contained what? 

A 10 capsules of heroin. 

Ml. MCLAUGHLIN^ I believe that is all I have of this witness. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may cross examine, Mr. Idomir. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Mr.- Witness, will you please tell the Court and jury how long you 
have known Mr. Reed, whom you mentioned here? 

A I have known Mr. Reed from December 28, 1934.. 

Q Where did you meet Mr. Reed? 

A I met him at the Post Office Building, in Baltimore,. Maryland. 

Q Did somebody introduce him to you? 

A I introduced myself to Reed. 

0 Then when you stated that you first introduced yourself in the (50) 
Post Office Building in Baltimore, you are mistaken; la that right? 

A In the post office in Baltimore, yes.- I introduced myself the first 
time a week prior to that, I spoke to Reed, then a week later he came in and 
spoke to me. 

Q Just regarding your introduction, sir. And what was the substance 
of your conversation when you first introduced yourself to Mr. Reed? 

A I asked him if he was aware of any violators in this area. 

Q When you say in this area, the conversation taking place in 
Baltimore, do you mean in Baltimore or do you mean in Washington? 

A Baltimore and Washington. 

0 What was Mr. Reed's status at the time? (51; 

A Mr. Reed's status at the time was a civilian, a citizen. 

C Why is it that you, of all people, asked Mr. Reed regarding any 
special knowledge he might have in this area? 

A Because I know in the past, Reed has known people who were ac¬ 
quainted in the narcotic traffic. 

Q Was he himself acquainted in the narcotic traffic? 


A He was acquainted with people who were in the narcotic traffic. (51) 

Q Did he ever deal with them? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, four Honor. How doee he know? 

MR. IDQMIR; I as asking if he knows. 

- j 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: W$U, how yould fee 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q What is Mr. Reed's status as of now? 

A The same as it was then. He is a citiren. He is not obligated to the 

Government. 

Q To your knowledge, was he ever convicted of any narcotic violations? 

A To my knowledge, from the records, yes -* no, I take that back. I 

am not sure. 

i 

Q You are not sure? 

A It was an old record, and 1 am not acquainted with it. (52) 

0 He does have an old record, you say? 

A An old record. 

Q How many convictions are you not Sure of that he might have had? 

A I am not familiar with that. 

Q You say you contacted him for the purpose of doing some narcotics 
work for you in the area? 

A Yes. 

Q And that you did that because he was acquainted with people in the 
narcotic fiold. Didn't you perhaps get that information from his record? 

A There is no file in our Bureau which is four years old, and that 
you wouldn't say is active, because this changes from day to day. .1 just ap¬ 
proached him on some old information, and then a week later he came to me. 

Q Now, is Mr. Reed a narcotic addict? (53; 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Was he ever, to your knowledge? 

A From the records, no. 

C Did you testify, sir, that he told you upon several occasions (75) 
that he was unable to get them and then you called him later? 

A On several occasions. That was because I asked for a particular 
person and I would call back* I would call him back and he would say well,- no, 

I couldn't contact that person, he says, but I could get it from someone else. 

Q He told you that many times? 


A He would always offer to get it from someone else. (75) 

Q He would sort of stall you, wouldn't he? 

A On a couple of occasions he did, yes, sir. 

G Now isn't it a fact, Mr. Fialkewicz, that Defendant Parker refused 
to get any kind of drugs for you and you really put the pressure on him? 

A In what manner, sir? 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION (87) 

BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Q The name of Levenson was mentioned in this case here. Did you 
lock him up? 

A Yes, I arrested him* 

G Was he charged? 

A He was charged. 

Q Then you mentioned the name of a man by the name of Williams on 
January 7th that you met with the defendant. Did you lock him up? 

A No, I did not. 

C Is he under indictment? 

A He is under indictment and in flight. He is a fugitive. 

Q That is what I say. You brought charges against him in Baltimore, 
Maryland? 

A That is correct, in Maryland. 

Q So he is under indictment for that transaction; is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Ml. MeLAUGHLIN: That is all I have of this witness. 

FURTHER REDIRECT EXAMINATION (88) 

BY Ml. MeLAUGHLIN: 

G Did you ever make any promises to this defendant here that if he 
purchased you narcotics that you would show him any consideration at all? 

A No, I did not. (89) 

C Did you ever threaten him? 

A I did not threaten him. 

C Was any coercion ever used on him by you or anyone in your presence 
to purchase narcotics for you? 

A None. 

G Would you say the transactions you had with the defendant Parker 
were freely and voluntarily on his part? 

A On his part, yes, sir. 


MR. MCLAUGHLIN: That is all. 


MR. IDOMIR: No further questions. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Call in Reed. 

Thereupon — 

CONRAD DALE REED 


(89) 


was called as a witness by the Government, and after being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: * 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR# McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Now, your full name is what? 

A Conrad Dale Reed. 

Q Where do you live, Mr. Reed? 

A Well, I live in Washington, D. C. now, I moved over here recently 
from Baltimore, Maryland. 

Q Where did you live on January 12, 1955? 

A I believe I was living in the heme of Solomon Levenson on (90) 

Jefferson Street. 


Q When had you come over to Washington prior to January 12, 1955? 

A Oh, approximately just a few days before that. 

Q Who did you leave Baltimore with, can you recall? 

A I left Baltimore with Agent Fialkewicz of the Treasury Department. 
£ Is he the one that just preceded you on the stand? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q When you came over to Washington with Agent Fialkewicz, as you 


call him — 

THE COURT: How does he spell that name again? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: He spells it. Your Honor — I have it 
he spells it F*i-a-l-k-e-w-i-c-z. Call him Jim for short. 


here some place — 


THE COURT: All right. 

BY MR, McLAUGHLIN: 

C When you came from Baltimore, how long were you in Washington before 
you met a man by the name of Levenson, can you recall? 

A About 20 minutes. 

Q After you met Levenson, did there come a time when you met the 
defendant Parker here? 

A I believe it was within — I am not too sure, but it was within the 
next few days. 
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Q Calling your attention to the date of January 12, 1955, you (91) 
say you were living where at that time? 

A I was living on Jefferson, in Solomon Levenson's home. 

Q Do you recall whether or not on January 12, 1955 you saw the de¬ 
fendant Parker? 

A I believe I did. I think we call or I called him at his residence. 

I think he was living in Silver Spring at the time. I called him at his 
residence and asked him to join us over at Mr. Levenson's home. 

C Did there come a time when he came to Mr. Levenson’s home? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Can you recall the approximate time that he came to the house? 

A Well, it was well into the evening. It was approximately around 
10:00 o'clock, I believe. 

C All right, when the defendant Parker came to the house, did he 
come in Levenson's house? 

A Yes, he did, 

Q And at the time he came in, who was in Mr. Levenson's house? 

A Levenson, Agent Fialkewicz and myself. 

Q Now at that time, in Levenson's house, did you have any conversation 
with the defendant Parker, or did anyone else present, Levenson or the (92) 
agent, have any conversation with the defendant Parker? 

A Well, we exchanged formal niceties, we people met each other, and I 
believe Agent Fialkewicz asked v/here we could at the time purchase some heroin. 

Q Asked who? 

A Mr. Parker. 

Q And what did Parker say? 

A He said that he did have a friend, that if he would be able to 
contact him, we would be able to purchase such heroin at that time. 

Q All right, and then what was said or what was done after that con¬ 
versation? 

A Well, Mr. Parker made a phone call to find out that his friend was 
at the time working, but we could meet him in the vicinity of the Howard 
Theatre when he got off of work. 

Q And then what happened? 

A We went over to the Howard Theatre. 

Q When you say we, who do you mean went over? 

A Levenson, Parker, Agent Fialkewicz and. myself. 


(92) 



Q All right, and did you arrive ia the vicinity of the Howard 
Theatre? 

A Right in front of it. 

Q And what happened when you arrived right in front of the Howard 
Theatre? 

A We waited around for a few minutes. Parker then saw a man that (93) 
I have identified as Bill Brown; I say I identified him because that is the 
only name I have ever known him under, and he talked with him outside of the 
theatre, then he came over to the taxicab and got in and said that he would 
at that time be able — 

Q All right, when Brown got in the taxicab, where was Parker? 

A He got in with him. 

Q After they got in the cab, what conversation took place? 

A Well, there wasn't too much conversation being held on. Mr. Brown 
thought that Mr. Fialkewicz and I might be connected with the police in some 

• / 0 . 

i 

way, and he was very dubious about having any conversation with us. But Parker 
did tell him how much money we. had to spend and how much heroin he wanted to 
buy, and we then proceeded to the vicinity of 14th and.Euclid Streets. 

Q All right, and who went; that is, from the Howard Theatre to 14th 
and Euclid, who went in the car? 

A Agent Fialkewicz, myself, Levenson, Jim Parker and Bill Brown. 

Q And what happened when you got over there at 14th Street? 

A We pulled around the corner and Parker and Brown got out of car. (94) 
I know that Brown did leave and walk in the direction of 14th Street and 
was gone for approximately 20 minutes. To be quite frank, I don't remember 
whether Parker went with him or came back. 

Q Do you remember, did there come a time when they were both in the 
car after Brown had left it? 

A Yes, they were both in the car after Brown had left it. 

G Do you remember anything that happened at that time? 

A Brown came back with a small package which he gave to Parker, which 
Parker in turn gave to .-gent Fialkewicz, which contained heroin, numerous 
capsules of heroin. 

Q Did they have any talk at that time that >ou can recall? 

A Brown said I would like to have *- 


MR. IDOMIR: I object to that. Your Honor, unless the defendant was present. 


MR. MCLAUGHLIN: Oh, yes, Parker is there. 
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THE WITNESS: Parker is there. 


(94) 


THE COURT: Go ahead. 

THE WITNESS: Brown said, "I would like to have what is coming to me." 

At that time Agent Fialkewicz let him take out of the package some 
amount of heroin. I really don't know how much he did take. It was in (95} 
capsule form. And we then proceeded -• we, I mean myself, Fialkewicz, Parker, 
Brown and Levenson; Levenson was driving — and left Brown off in the vicinity 
of his home, which I believe was somewhere around Webster. I am not really 
too familiar with Washington. Then Parker and I, Levenson and Fialkewicz, 
went to Levenson*s home, where Levenson and I and Parker stayed, and Fialkewicz 
left, and a short while afterwards Parker left also. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Now after that date, January 12, 1955, calling your attention to 
January 24, 1955, do you recall seeing the defendant Parker on that date? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q All right, tell us, if you will, under what circumstances you saw 
the defendant Parker on January 24, 1955* 

A Agent Fialkewicz and I went to Parker's residence in Silver Spring 
and we picked Parker up and drove down to the vicinity of North Capitol and 
R Streets. Prior to our departure, Parker had made a phone call to a person 
he called Pete, who I never did meet, but that was the only name that I did 
hear mentioned at the time, inquiring whether he would be able to purchase 
any heroin at the time. He told us then everything would be all right, that 
we subsequently would be able to make said purchase. And we went down and 
waited in a restaurant, I believe it was at R Street and North Capitol, 
until Parker returned with the heroin. (96) 

Q What did Parker do with the heroin when he returned? 

A He gave it to Agent Fialkewicz. 

Q And after that where did you go or what did you do? 

A I believe we took Parker home and then left. 

Q When you refer to Parker, do you see him in court? I think you 
identified him. 

A Yes, Jim Parker, Percy Parker, several names I have known him by. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: All right, that is all. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 


BY m. IBOMIR: 


Now, Mr. Fialkevn.cz — did he know you had been convicted of (99) 
violating narcotic laws? 

A Certainly. 

MR. McLADGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: He has answered. It may stand. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q What was your answer? 

THE COURT: He said certainly. 

MR. IDOMIR: He said certainly. 

j 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

0. Did your yourself tell him ? 

A Yes. 

Q Why did you go to Mr. Fialkewicz? 

A I will have to go — may I answer that in my own way? 

MR. McIAUGHLIN: Go ahead, answer it. (100) 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Tell me your purpose in going there, briefly. 

A Well, after I had been in the penitentiary and my wife and children 
left me, due to my negligence of them and most of all myself — 

MI. IDOMIR: Your Honor, I am going to object.- It is not responsive* 

THE COURT: You asked for it. Let him answer it. 

MR. IDOMIR: It is far afield. Your Honor. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Oh, no. 

THE COURT: Let him answer. You asked him for his reasons. Go ahead. 

THE WITNESS: I realized that I had wasted not only precious years that 
I will never be able to regain in my own life, but the years of my family’s, 
my wife’s and of the children that I had never seen much of. I had made up my 
mind that I was going to lead my life as decently and as cleanly as possible. 

In order to do that, I would have to burn all my bridges behind me, not halfway, 
not part of the way, but completely. And I decided to start with the crux of the 
whole situation, the situation that had gotten me involved completely in the 
beginning. 

I spoke to Mr. Fialkewicz, Mr. Greenfield down at the Narcotics 
Bureau in Baltimore and asked them if there was any way that I could (101) 
make up and atone for the wrong that I had done society and myself and my 
family, and they said yes. That was how I met Mr, Fialkewicz. 




BY Ml. IDOMER 


( 101 ) 


Q Did you rehearse that, sir? 

A No, I didn*t. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: i object to that, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION (128; 

BY Ml. McLAUGHLIN 

Q You testified here that there was some talk about the agent (129) 
living with some woman or some prostitute or something; is that right? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now when Agent Fialkewicz made that statement, what was the conver¬ 
sation at the time, can you recall? 

A The conversation at the time was we were asked by Parker, "Well, 
how come you are buying so much drugs at a time?" And the answer was that 
Fialkewicz — of course, he was known by a different name at the time — but 
Fialkewicz had a friend of his, a girl friend, who he was staying with that 
had a habit and needed it, and that was the conversation, sir. 

Q Now, you were asked questions about being in the defendant^ apart¬ 
ment with Mr. Levenson; is that right; do you remember that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Then you testified about leaving the apartment and going to the 
aunt of the defendant. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now what conversation did Levenson or you have with the defendant in 
this apartment prior to going to the aunt's house? 

A Well, we asked — well, sir, it started prior to that, if I may 
answer it that way, sir. 

MR. IDOMIH: I object. Your Honor. 

BY Ml. McLAUGHLIN: (130) 

Q All right, while in the apartment, did Levenson have any talk with 
the defendant Parker? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q, And what was that conversation? 

A He wanted his money. 

Q What money did he tell Parker he wanted? 

A He wanted the money he gave Parker to purchase narcotics. 
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Q And what happened to the money that he had previously given to (130) 
Parser for narcotics? 

A Parker said he had gone down and seen Leo Williams and Leo Williams 
had taken the money and failed to come back. 

0. As a result of that conversation in your presence, was that why 
Parker went to his aunt's house to get the money? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that money was for whom? 

A For Levenson. 

m. McLAUGHLIN: That is all. 

FURTHER REDIRECT EXAMINATION (131) 

BY Ml. McLAUGHLIN; 

Q The $18 you asked him for belonged to who? 

A Sol Levenson. 

Q Did Sol Levenson end up with that $18? 

A Yes, sir. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all. 

DR. JAMES L. YOUNG (136) 

was called as a witness by the Government, and after being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Your full name is what? 

A James L. Young. 

Q Where are you employed. Dr. Young? 

A U. S. Treasury Department. 

Q In what capacity are you employed there? 

A As a chemist. 

C You have been employed there for how long? 

A About 36 years. 

Q You say as a chemist. Are some of your duties analyzing narcotics? 

A Yes, they are. 

Q And you have been doin* that kind of work for how long a period of 

time? 

A About 36 years. 

Q As an expert, have you testified in courts on the analysis (137) 

of narcotics? 

A Yes, I have. 
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Q Have you so testified in the District Court here in Washington, (137) 
D. C.? 

A Yes, I have. 

Q Would you say you testified few or many times? 

A Many time§, 

Q Have you testified i^ @thef federal cqurt£ throughout the country? 

A Yes, I have, practically all of them. 

I®. McLAUGHLIN: Is there any question about his qualifications? 

MR. IDCMIR: No, sir. I accept his qualifications. 

THE COURT: You may proceed. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

G I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 1-8 and ask 
you whether or not you received that? 

A Yes, I did. 

£ And you received 1-B how? 

A I received this by registered mail. 

Q Is there any difference in its condition today than when you received 
it by registered mail? 

A Yes. At that time it was sealed and the envelope was intact. 

C, What did you do with the envelope after receiving it? (138) 

A At a subsequent time, I cut the envelope open and removed Government 
Exhibit 1-A which it contained. 

£ What was the condition of 1-A at the time you received it in Govern¬ 
ment Exhibit 1-B? 

A Exhibit 1-A when I received it was metal sealed and the envelope 
was intact. 

Q What did you do, if anything, with Government Exhibit 1-A? 

A I cut Government Exhibit 1-A open and removed a coin envelope which 
it contained and removed therefrom 9 gelatin capsules. 

Q That is Government Exhibit 1 you removed from Government Exhibit 1-A? 
A That is correct. 

0, What did Government Exhibit 1 contain? 

A This is the coin envelope. Government Exhibit 1, which contained 
the 9 gelatin capsules containing a white powder. 

Q Did you make any analysis of those capsules? 

A I did. I individually analyzed the contents of the capsules. 

Q What did they contain? 


A Each of the capsules contained a mixture of heroin hydro- (138-139; 


chloride, a narcotic drug and derivative of opium, quinine hydrochloride 
and a milk sugar, and the net weight of the contents of the 9 capsules was 
8 grains* 

0 X show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 2-B. Show¬ 
ing you Government Exhibit marked for identification 2-B, I ask you whether 
or not you can identify that? 

! 

A Yes, X can* 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit 2-B as what? ; 

A This is an envelope which I received by registered mail* 

Q Is there any difference in its condition today than when you 
received it by registered mail? 

A Yes. At that time, it was sealed and the envelope was intact* 

Q What did you do with Government Exhibit 2-B after receiving it by 

registered mail? 

A I cut the envelope open and removed an evidence envelope. Government 
Exhibit 2-A which it contained. 

Q. Is there any difference in that envelope today than when you removed 
it from Government Exhibit 2-B? 

A Yes, there is. At that time, when I removed Government Exhibit 2-A, 
it was metal sealed and the envelope was intact. 

Q What did you do with it after receiving it? 

A I cut the envelope open and removed its contents. (140) 

0 Government Exhibit 2? 

A Government Exhibit 2. 

0 What did Government Exhibit 2 contain? 

A Government Exhibit 2 contained 10 gelatine capsules containing a 
white powder. 

Q Did you make an analysis of those capsules? 

A Yes, I did. I individually analyzed the contents of the 10 capsules 
and found them to contain a mixture of heroin hydrochloride, a narcotic drug 
and derivative of opium, quinine hydrochloride, Histadyl, milk sugar and 
corn starch, and the net weight of the 10 capsules* content was 11 grains. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 3-B and 
ask you whether or not you can identify that? 

A Yes, I can. 

Q And you identify Government Exhibit 3-3 as what? 
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A This is an envelope which I received by registered mail. 

Q Is there any difference in its condition today than when you 


(140; 


received it by registered mail? 

A Yes, there is. At that time it was sealed and the envelope itself 
was intact. 

Q What did you do with the envelope after receiving it? 

A I cut Government Exhibit 3-B and removed therefrom Government (141) 
Exhibit 3-A. 

G Is there any difference in Government Exhibit 3-A today than when 
you removed it from Government Exhibit 3-B? 

A Yes, there is. At the time I removed Government Exhibit 3-A, it was 
metal sealed and the envelope was intact. 

Q What did Government Exhibit 3-A contain at the time you opened it? 

A I cut Government Exhibit 3-A and removed tissue paper and a coin 
envelope which in turn contained 10 capsules. 

Q Did you make an analysis of those capsules? 

A I individually analysed the contents of the 10 capsules arid found 
that they contained a mixture of heroin hydrochloride, a narcotic drug arid 
derivative of opium, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, and the net weight 
of the contents of the 10 capsules was 9 grains. 

Q I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 4-B and 
ask you whether or not you can identify that? 

A Yes, I can. 

G You identify Government Exhibit 4-B as what? 

A As an envelope which I received by registered mail, 

Q Is there any difference in its condition today than when you re¬ 
ceived it in the mail? 

A Yes, there is. 

Q What is that? 

A When I received it, it was sealed and the envelope was intact. (142) 

Q Who opened it? 

A I cut it open and removed Government Exhibit 4-A which it contained. 

Q Is there any difference in Government Exhibit 4-A today than when 
you removed it from Government Exhibit 4-B? 

A Yes, there is. When I removed it, it was metal sealed and the 
envelope was intact. 

Q What did Government Exhibit 4-A contain? 
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A I cut Government Exhibit 4-A and removed therefrom — 142j 

G Government Exhibit 4? 

A It doesn’t seem to have any number on it* 

Q. That is Government Exhibit No. 4. 

Vlhat is Government Exhibit No. 4 contain? 

A It contained 16 gelatin capsules, each of them containing a white 
powder. 

Q Did you make any analysis of those capsules? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What did they contain? 

A The contents of the 18 capsules were individually analyzed and 
found to be a mixture of heroin hydrochloride, a narcotic drug and derivative 
of opium, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. The heroin hydrochloride was 
present to the extent of 4.8 percent, and the net weight of the contents of 
the 18 capsules was 20-1/2 grains. (143) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness. Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Mr. Idomir, you may cross examine. 

MR. IDOMIR: No questions. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may step-out, then. Doctor, please. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Call Agent Tremoglie. 

Thereupon — 

JOSEPH J. TREMOGLIE 

was called as a witness by the Government, and after being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

0 Your full name is what? 

! 

A Joseph J. Tremoglie. 

Q How do you spell the last name? 

A T-r-e-m-o-g-l-i-e. 

Q Where are you employed? 

A By the Federal Bureau of Narcotics as an agent. 

Q Where is your assignment? 

A I am in New York. 

£ During the month of January, 1955, where ware you employed? 

A In January, ’55, I was employed here in Washington on special (144) 
assignment. 

Q And employed by whom? 
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A By the Federal Bureau of Narcotics' field office in Washington. (144) 

Q Calling your attention to January 24, 1955, do you recall whether 
or not you were in Washington on that date? 

A Yes, sir, I was. 

Q On that particular date, January 24, 1955, did you see Agent 

Fialkewicz? 

A Yes, sir, I did. 

Q Did there come a time on that date when you saw the defendant here, 
Mr. Parker? 

A Yes, sir, 1 did. 

Q Will you explain to the Court under what circumstances you saw the 
defendant Parker? 

A On January 24th, I believe, if my memory serves me correctly, I 
met Defendant Parker at Takoma Park, at 83rd and Garland Avenue. 

Q Who were you with at the time? 

A At that time I was in the presence of Agent Fialkewicz and a 
special employee named Reed. 

Q What time would you say you met the defendant Parker on the 24th of 
January? 

A About 9:30 at night. 

0 What happened after you met the defendant Parker at that time? (145) 

A We got together and in a Government vehicle, together with special 
employee Reed, Agent Fialkewicz and Defendant Parker, we drove downtown to 
North Capitol and North Randolph. 

Q At those direction did you drive to that immediate vicinity? 

A The defendant Parker's. 

Q Did you or did Agent Fialkewicz have any conversation with the 
defendant Parker prior to driving to that immediate vicinity? 

A Agent Fialkewicz had a conversation. 

Q What conversation can you recall you heard that he had with the 
defendant Parker prior to going to that immediate vicinity? 

A Agent Fialkewicz and the defendant Parker spoke of narcotics and 
the purpose of driving down from Takoma Park to downtown, Parker agreed to 
purchase narcotics for Agent Fialkewicz. 

Q Where did you drive to? 

A My recollection is that we drove to North Capitol and North Randolph. 

Q What happened when you arrived in that immediate vicinity? 

A The defendant Parker suggested that ve wait in the car, and (146) 


Agent Fialkevicz, prior to Defendant Parker leaving the Government (146) 

vehicle, gave him Government advanced funds in an amount to buy enough for 
10 capsules of heroin. 

Q Do you recall how much he gave him? 

A To my best recollection, I believe it was $20. 

Q Did Agent Fialkewicz have any conversation with the defendant Parker 
at the time that he gave him the money? 

A Yes, sir* He handed him the money and told Defendant Parker that he 
would be waiting for him in the Government vehicle when he was in a position 
to deliver the narcotics. 

Q And then what happened? 

A The defendant Parker left the Government vehicle, and I observed 
him approach the intersect on of North Capitol and Randolph, and he disappeared 
out of sight as we remained in the vehicle. 

Q, Did there come a time when you saw Parker again after he disappeared 
out of sight? 

A Yes, sir. The defendant Parker returned about 10 minutes or so 
later, he returned to the car. 

Q What happened when Parker returned to the car? 

A He remarked that the delivery would be made in about 20 minutes, 
and we remained waiting. About 20 minutes later the defendant Parker left 
the party from where we were gathered together and was seen approaching the 
intersection of North Capitol and Randolph once more. At this time I observed 
him enter a gray '48 DeSoto which was parked near the intersection, (147) 

and there was another driver, that is, there was a driver of the car alone* 
Defendant Parker approached the car and entered the car. Within a few minutes. 
Defendant Parker returned, got out of the *48 DeSoto and returned to our car, 
and after entering the car. Defendant Parker handed Agent Fialkewicz a piece 

i 

of, as I recall it, candy wrapper. 

I 

Q What kind? 

A A candy wrapper, some sort of candy wrapper. It was a cellophane 
piece of paper, and within that was wrapped 10 capsules of heroin. 

Q Did they have any further conversation with Parker at that time? 

A Nothing other than just general conversation, and Agent Fialkevicz 
said that he would probably see him a little later on when he needed some 


more 




Q Then what happened to Parker and what happened to Fialkewicz (147) 
at that time? 

A After receiving the delivery. Defendant Parker requested that we 
drive him back to his residence, and together with the Government vehicle we 
returned to 83rd and Garland Avenue, Takoma Park* 

Q Did there cone a time when you saw Parker again after January 24th? 

A Yes, sir. If I remember correctly, it was January 31st, I saw (148) 

him once more. 

Q Just tell us under what circumstances you saw the defendant Parker on 
January 31, 1955. 

A We met Defendant Parker and a lady friend at Piney Branch Road and 
Flower Avenue, Agent Fialkewicz and I. 

THE COURT: Who was with you? 

THE WITNESS: Agent Fialkewicz. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Just you and Agent Fialkewicz? 

A Yes, sir. Together, Defendant Parker requested that Agent Fialkewicz 
drive to 4th and Webster, Northwest. At 4th and Webster, Northwest, Defendant 
Parker and the lady friend left the car and went to a house which was situated 
on the northwest corner of 4th and Webster. In about 10 minutes or so, he 
returned with another person who was introduced to us as Bill Brown. Defendant 
Parker and Agent Fialkewicz had a conversation concerning the purchase of 
narcotics, and Defendant Brown requested that Agent Fialkewicz drive to 20th 
and Rosedale; I believe it was Northeast. Bill Brown left the car. 

Q Left the car where? 

A At 20th and Rosedaie. 

Q How did you get over to that location? 

A We drove with the Government vehicle. 

Q When you say we, who was in the auto? 

A Defendant Parker, Bill Brown, Agent Fialkewicz and myself. (149) 

Q What was the conversation over to that address in the automobile 
either by you or Agent Fialkewicz. 

A Agent Fialkewicz had a conversation with Defendant Parker and Bill 
Brown concerning narcotics: he wanted a certain amount of narcotics, and 
Defendant Parker and Bill Brown engaged in conversation and agreed to purchase 
the narcotics for Agent Fialkewicz. 
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Q When you arrived over to this location that you have just (149) 

testified to, what happened there? 

A Bill Brown left the car. Agent Fialkewicz, Defendant Parker and 
myself remained in the Government vehicle, and approximately 20 minutes lator BUI 
Brown returned, gave the narcotics to Defendant Parker, who in turn gave them 
to Agent Fialkewicz. 

Q Then what happened after that? 

A Agent Fialkewicz opened the wrapper and found there to be 18 capsules 
of heroin. At that point, after being satisfied with the delivery. Agent 
Fialkewicz asked Defendant Parker and Bill Brown where did they want to go, 
and they suggested that he drive back to 4th and Webster, at which point 
Agent Fialkewicz drove to 4th and Webster, and Bill Brown and Defendant Parker 
left the Government vehicle and returned to the house located on the north¬ 
west corner of 4th and Webster. Agent Fialkewicz and myself returned to the 
field office. 


MB. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have of this witness. 
THE COURT: Mr. Idomir, you may cross examine. 

PETER C. POGUE 


(150) 


(158) 


was called as a witness by the Government, and after being first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Your full name is what? 

A Peter C. Pogue. 

Q How do you spell the last name? 

A P-o-g-u-e. 

Q You are the same Peter Pogue who is named in this indictment in 
Criminal Case No. 407-55; is that right? 

A Yes, I am. 

Q And you pleaded guilty to the offense; is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q Calling your attention to January 30th of this year, 1955, did you 
on that date know a man by the name of Parker? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q Do you see him in court here today? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Point at him, please. 
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A The defendant (pointing), (159) 

MR. McLADGHLIN: May the record ahov be points to the defendant Parker in 
this case? 

THE COURT: The record will so indicate. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Just tell us under what circumstances you sav Parker on January 30th, 
Mr. Pogue. 

A I met him in the street. 

Q, Whereabouts? 

A North Capitol, the 1700 block. 

Q Was he alone at the time that you met him? 

A At that moment, yes, he was. 

Q Did you talk to him at that time? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What talk did you have with Parker at that time? 

A He had approached me and asked me to secure some narcotics for him, 
asked me if I could pick up any more for him, and I said I think I could. 

I asked him was he with anybody, and he said he was. 

Q Did he say who he was with? 

A No, he didn't call any name. And I asked him was he a friend of 
his, and he said yes. So he vouched for that, so I said I will try. 

G All right, did you get him narcotics? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What did you get him, Pogue? (160) 

A I got him 13 caps of heroin, 

Q Did he pay you money for it? 

A He gave me $20. 

C As a result of giving him the 13 capsules, did he introduce you to 
anybody? 

A Verbally, yes, he did; no name was called. Just Jim. 

Q After you gave him the 13 capsules, when did he introduce you to Jim? 

A At the time I gave them to him. 

Q Where was Jim? 

A We were all sitting in the car, 

Q Did you later find out who Jim was? 

A After I got in the District Jail. 

Q Who was Jim? 


A I presume he was a narcotic agent. 

Q Did you later learn his name was Fialkevn.cz? 


(160; 


A Yes, 1 did. 

Q Is that the man who the dSfdtiSlet Parker Introduced you to? 

A Yes, sir. 

C Had you known Parker before this date of January 30th? 

A Oh, yes, I known him. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all I have. (161) 

THE COURT: Mr. Idomir, you may cross examine. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

MR. IDOMIR: I have no further questions. Your Honor. (163) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing further. Your Honor. 

With that, the Government will offer in evidence Government Exhibits 
1, 1-A, 1-3, Government Exhibits 2, 2-A, 2-B, Government Exhibits 3, 3-A, 3-B, 
Government Exhibits 4, 4-A and 4-B, and rest its case. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The Court hears no objection. The exhibits as mentioned by 
Mr. McLaughlin will be received. 

(Government Exhibits 1, 1-A, 1-B, 2, 2-A, 2-B, 3, 3-A, (164) 

3-B, 4, 4-A and 4-B, previously marked for identification, 
were received in evidence.) 

THE COURT: You may proceed, Mr. Idomir. 

MR. IDOMIR: At this time. Your Honor, I would like to take up another 
matter, if I may, 

THE COURT: You may. 

(At the bench:) 

MR. IDOMIR: Your Honor, at this time I wish to make a motion to dismiss 
the indictment on the ground that the Government has failed to prove a case 
which should go to the jury. 

THE COURT: The defendant’s several motions are denied. (169-170) 

ESTHER K. CHAMBERS 

was called as a witness by counsel for the defendant, and after being first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY f®. IDOMIR: 

0 Will you please state your full name and address? 

A My name is Mrs. Esther K. Chambers. I live at 1701 Massachusetts 
Avenue, Northwest. 
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0 What is your occupation? (170) 

A I am a clerk, sales person. 

Q Where do you work and how long? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. It is immaterial. 

THE WITNESS: I work at Julius Garfinckel and I have been there for (171) 
13 years. 

BY MR. IDOMER: 

0 Mrs. C hamb ers, do you know the defendant in this case? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Do you know, Mrs. Witness, a gentleman by the name of Reed? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Do you know his full name? 

A I believe it is Conrad Dale Reed. 

Q Conrad Reed? 

A Dale Reed. 

Ml. IDOMIR: May the record show. Your Honor, that - the prosecution agrees 
that - the Reed she mentioned is the Reed that testified here? 

THE COURT: Very well. The jury will understand that. 

MR. IDOMER: Thank you. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Approximately when did you meet Mr. Reed? 

I met Mr. Reed the 15th of March, 1955, this year. 

Where did you meet him? 

I met him in my home, in my apartment. 

Now at that time, did Mr. Reed mention the defendant Parker’s name? 
Yes. (172) 

As closely as you can recall, what did' he say? 

Well, he was discussing the raid that took place in February and 
he was telling about how he got Mr. Parker, Jim Parker, to get money from his 
aunt, that he had him on his knees getting the money from his aunt, he 
said if he hadn’t gotten it, that he would have giveh him one good beating. 

Q Mrs. Chambers, what other statement did Reed make that you (173) 
can recall regarding this case? Think about it. 

A He told me that my daughter-in-law, Patricia Chambers, was scheduled 
to be picked up in this narcotics raid, that he found out about it and that he 
stayed with her and protected her to the fullest extent. (174) 
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CONRAD DALE REED 


(195; 


was recalled to the stand by counsel for the defendant, and having been 
previously awOm# was examined and testified further as follows: 

FURTHER CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q Mr* Reed, do you know Mrs. Roys ton, Mrs. Edmund Roys ton? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Did you have conversations with her regarding this case? 

A To some extent, yes. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

THE COURT: The answer may stand. 

MR. 3D0MIR: What was the answer? I didn’t hear it. 

THE COURT: To some extent. 

MR. IDCMIR: Thank you. Your Honor. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q, Did you say to Mrs. Chambers that you had been on many jobs as a 
Government investigator? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor, what he said. It is (196; 
immaterial. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR* IDCMIR: 

i 

Q Did you make the statement to her that you offered marijuana 
cigarettes to suspects? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q Did you tell Mrs. Roys ton that Jim Parker had better stay away from 
Pat if he knows what’s good for him? 

A I don't think I did. 

C. Do you deny it? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

i 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q You are not sure? 

A I feel sure. 

Q Did you tell Mrs. Royston that you posed aS a gangster and as a 
hoodlum in front of Jim Parker and Levenson? 
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MR. McIAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. I don’t see the 


(196; 


materiality of it. 

MR. IDOMIR: It is very material. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may answer. 

MR. IDOMIR: It is very material. (197) 

THE WITNESS: Should I answer it, sir? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

THE WITNESS: Well, not in exactly those words. They asked me how we 
were able to — 

MR. IDOMIR: He can answer it yes or no. Your Honor, did he tell her. 

THE COURT: He said not exactly in those words. Do you want the rest of 
the answer? 

MR. 2DCKXR: No, Your Honor, that is a sufficient answer at this time. 

THE COURT: All right. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Now did you tell Mrs. Royston that you told Parker and Levenson, 

I'm hot, I’m in trouble, I've got to have a hideout? 

A I believe so. 

Q Do you have a blackjack? 

A I did have one. 

* 'Where is it now? 

A I think it’s on the bottom of the Potomac River. 

0 Where did you get it from? 

MR. McIAUGHLIN: I object to this. It is immaterial. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: (198) 

Q Did you tell Mrs. Royston that Fialkewicz also pcsed in a manner 
similar to you in front of Jin Parker end LevansonT 

MR. McIAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. I can’t see the materiality. 
THE COURT: Well, let’s hear the question. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you tell Mrs. Royston that Mr. Fialkewicz also posed as a 
gangster and hoodlum in front of Levenson and Parker? 

A Not in those exact words. 

Q But you did tell her the same thing regarding Fialkewicz? 

A I told her that — 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Told her what? 


36 


MR. IDQMIR: What ho stated regarding himself. 


U*6) 


MR.. McLAUGHLIN: What? 

THE COURT: You didn’t allow him to finish. 

THE WITNESS: I told her tnat in order to gain the confidence of these 
people that were conducting elicit trade in narcotic drugs, that we had to 
act in the same manner which would be acceptable to them as their own kind. 

BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q Did you, Mr. Witness, tell Mrs. Roys ton that Mr. Fialkewicz (199; 


also represented himself to the defendant Parker and to Mr. 


Levenson in 


these words: I'm hot, I'm in trouble, I've got to have a hideout? 

A Not in those exact words. 

Q Similar words? The same general tenor? 

THE COURT: That wouldn't mean anything. If you want to know what it was, 
you should ask him. 

BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q Do you know his exact words? 

A I don't remember tne exact words, but it wasn't something that 
you would come up to somebody and say I'm hot, I'm in trouble, I'm looking 
for a hideout. 

Q Well, you stated that you said that regarding yourself. 

A I said that I was posing as — 

Q No, your exact words. I believe you testified you said I'm hot, 

I'm in trouble, I've got to have a hideout. 

A To that effect. 

Q ’What was your answer to this question: Did you tell Mrs. Roys ton 
that Jim Parker had better stay away from Pat if he knows what's, good for him? 

A I don't remember saying anything like that. 

Q Thank you. 

Now, do you know William Royston, Bill? 

A Yes. 


C He is about 16; is that right? 


( 200 ; 


A About that. 


Q He is Mrs. Royston*s son? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you tell him that you posed as a safecracker and a gangster? 

A I don't think I ever told Billy anything. I think Billy was just a ~ 

Q Thank you, you have answered my question, Mr. Witness. 
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Did you toll Mrs. Royston also that you posed as a safe¬ 
cracker? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you tell Mrs.' Royston that when some of the people you were 
working against saw you, they shivered? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q Did you make the statement that the people you were working against 
were afraid of you? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you make a statement that this defendant was afraid (201) 

of you? 

A I don’t know; I think -— 

Q Well, do you know or don’t you? 

A I don’t know. He never told me ~ 

Q Could you have— 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor* 

THE COURT: Sustained; 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you make a statement that Sol Levenson was afraid of you? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY m. IDOMIR: 

Q Now you testified you had a blackjack. Did there come a time when 
young Bill Royston asked you if you ever used it? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you make this statement in connection with this case, did you 

make this statement to Bill Royston and to Mrs. Royston, and I quote — did 
you make this statement regarding the blackjack: I once hit a nigger with it? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Now, if Your Honor please — 

TB^r COURT: Sustained. (202) 
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( 202 ) 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: — let's draw a limit to this thing here. 

MR. IDOMIR: If Your Honor please — 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, he knows that is improper, Your Honor. 

Ml. IDOMIR: It is not improper. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: The only thing is, it is a question of whether he hit 
Parker. 


THE COURT: The objection is sustained, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Absolutely. 

MR. IDOMIR: Your Honor, two other people are named in this indictment. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. If he hit Parker with the blackjack, 
all right, ask him. That is all we are interested in. 

THE COURT: Your next question. 

MR. IDOMIR: I don't have any more questions. Your Honor. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing to ask him. 

THE COURT: Step out. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Who is Mrs. Royston you are talking about? 

THE WITNESS: That is my fiance's mother, sir. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all. 

THE COURT: Step out. (203) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: May this witness be excused now. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Is it agreeable? 

MR. IDOMIR: I believe at this time. Your Honor, yes. 

THE COURT: All right. 


(Witness excused) ' 

MR. IDOMIR: Your Honor, I would like to recall Mrs. Roys ton. 
THE COURT: Call Mrs. Royston. 

Thereupon — 

KATHLEEN L. ROYSTON 


was recalled to the stand by counsel for the defendant, and having been 
previously sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION (resumed) 

BY IDOMIR: 

Q Mrs. Royston, did Conrad Reed tell you in front of Levenson and 
Parker that he posed as a gangster? 

A Yes, he did. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. He didn't deny 

that. 


THE COURT: No, I don't think he did. 
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(203-204) 



MR. IDOMIR: He said he didn't use those words. Your Honor. 

He said he didn't use that word. 

THE COURT: The answer may stand. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q What was your answer? 

A He did. 

Q Would you please speak a little louder, ma'am? 

A He did. 

Q Did he tell you that he and Fialkevd.cz both posed in that capacity? 

A Yes. 

0 Did he tell you that they made this particular statement regarding 
both: I'm hot, I'm in trouble. I've got to have a hideout? 

A Certainly. 

MR. McLAUGHLTN: That is not impeaching. He admitted he said that. 

THE COURT: He didn't deny that. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: He didn't deny that, no. 

MR. IDCMIR: He said he might have. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, Your Honor, he didn't deny it. 

THE COURT: Your next question. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Did he state, Mrs. Royston, that Parker and Levenson shivered in 
front of him and were scared of him? 

A Yes. 

Q Who else was present, if anybody, when he made that state- (205) 

ment? 

A I am sure my son heard him say that. 

Q What is your son's name? 

A Billy. 

Q Did you see him with a blackjack? 

A I did. 

Q Did he make this statement: I once hit a nigger with it? 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Now, if Your Honor please — 

THE COURT: I have to have the question. Finish your question. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Mrs. Roys ton, while talking about Jim Parker's case— 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: No, I object to this now. Unless he hit Parker or 
threatened to hit Parker, I don't think it is admissible, if Your Honor please. 
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(205) 


MR. IDOMIR: There are other names mentioned in this indictment 
who pleaded guilty. 

i 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all right,.if he used it on Parker. 

THE COURT: Wait, I have to hear the question. 

v BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did Mr. Reed state to you in connection with Parker, the (206) 

Parker case: I once hit a nigger with it? 

THE COURT: You can't make that connection. You can simply ask what 
was said. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Did he make that statement in Parker's presence? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Did he state he made it in Parker's presence? 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to that. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

0 But he did state that Parker shivered and was afraid? 

A Yes. 

| 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: She has answered that, sure. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

Ml, IDOMIR: I know she answered it, but I want to hear it again. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Let's be fair about this. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Now, Mrs. Royston, did Reed state to you: Jim Parker had better stay 
away from Pat, if he knows what's good for him? 

A He did. 

Q Was anybody else present, if you know? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to that. (207) 

THE COURT: You may answer. 

THE WITNESS: I don't recall who it was. I am sure there were people in 

the room, but I don't recall just who. 

/ 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did he tell you why Parker had better stay away from Pat if he 
knows what's good for him? 

THE COURT: That isn't an impeaching question. 

MR. IDOMIR: Very well. Your Honor, that was my last question. 



THE COURT: Have you any questions, Mr. McLaughlin? 


(207) 


CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY m. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Mrs. Royston, Reed is engaged to your daughter, is he not? 

A That is *h$t he $ay*. 

0 That is what he says, and, of course, you oppose that, don’t you? 

A I would oppose any such character as that being married to my 

daughter. 

Q That is your feeling today; is that right? 

A As of last night, when he said that. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: All right, that is all. 

MR. IDCMIR: Just two more questions. Your Honor. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION (208) 

BY VR. 3D0MIR: 

Q When did you learn he was engaged to your daughter? 

A Last night. 

Q When were these statements made? 

A When he first came to my house. 

EDWIN LEWIS VANDER MILLER (230) 

was called as a witness by counsel for the defendant, and after being first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY m. IDCMIR: 

Q Will you please state your full name and address, sir? 

A Edwin Lewis Vander Miller, 9412 Mintwood Street, Silver Spring, 
Maryland. 

Q And you are a director of furnishings at Goldheim's clothing store? 

A That is correct. 

Q Mr. Vander Miller, do you know the defendant Jim Parker in this case? 
A I do. He is my nephew by marriage. 

Q Directing your attention, sir, to sometime in January of (231) 

1953, in the evening, did you have occasion to see Jim Parker at that time? 

A I did. 

Q Where did you see him? 

A He had called the house earlier and told my wife he needed some 
money. She came to me and said, "Jim wants to borrow some money and he seems 
so — 
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MR. McLAUGHLIN: Uh, uh. 
BY MR. IDOMIR: 


(231) 


Q Will you just say this, Mr. Witness, — it is hearsay: Did he come 
to your house? 

A Yes, shortly thereafter he came to the house. 

Q Was he alone? 

A No, there was some short fellow with him. 

Q Do you see him around here? 

! 

Do you see him at all? 

A I think I saw him in the hall. 

Q Could you describe him? 

A He was short, dark haired. When he came in, this boy was with him, 
and he said — 

THE COURT: Just answer questions. The question was: Do 
THE WITNESS: No, I don't see him here, sir, right now.. 


you see him here? 


BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Do you know his name? (232) 

A No, I do not. 

MR, IDOMIR: Mr. McLaughlin — 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I will stipulate. Reed said he was there. 

MR. IDOMIR: Mr. McLaughlin, will you stipulate Mr. Reed said he was there? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: He said he was there. 


BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Now will you please relate to the jury and the Court what the 
defendant did or said when he came to your h om e that particular ni gh t? 

A As he came in, this young man was with him, and he said "This is 
Frank," I think is what he said, and this young fellow sat down by the door. 
There was a chair right by the door, and he sat down there, and he said, "I've 
got to have $18, I've just got to have it. I'm desperately in need of it." 

So we said, "What do you want it for?" 

Well, he didn't give us any explanation. He just said, "You will 
have to trust me." He said, "I've just got to have it." He said, "I'm not 
asking you." He said, "I'm begging you for it," and he was very nervous and 
acted as though he was in serious trouble, so we gave it to him. 

Q And did this man that was with him say anything? 

A No, except when he left, he said, "Glad to have met you," (233) 

and I.:didn't know his name. He didn't give me his last name. 
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Q 


(233) 



Did you give him the money or did your wife? 

A tty wife gave it to him. 

MR. IDGMIR: I have no further questions. Your Honor. 

LILLIAN VANDER MILLER (235) 

was called as a witness by counsel for the defendant, and after being first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. IDGMIR: 

Q Will you please state your full name and address? 

A Lillian Vander Miller, 9412 Mintwood Street, Silver Spring, Maryland. 

C You are head cashier at the Community Chest in Washington? 

A That is right. 

Q How long have you worked there? 

A Twenty-four years. 

Q, Do you know the defendant in this case, Mrs. Vander Miller? (236) 

A Yes, I do. 

C Is he related to you? 

A He is my nephew 

Q Mrs. Vander Miller, directing your attention to an evening sanetime 
in January, 1955, did you have occasion to see the defendant at that time? 

A I did. 

Q Where did you see him? 

A At my home. 

Q Did you have any conversation with him before he came to your home? 

A Yes, he called me on the telephone. 

Q Will you kindly speak a little louder, please? 

A He called me on the telephone this evening and told me he needed 
some money, could he borrow some money; the exact amount was $18. I asked him 
what he needed it for, and he said he couldn't tell me but he wanted to borrow 
some money and that he would pay me back. So I kidded with him on the phone 
for a while, and then I thought he was kidding me, and finally he said, ' I'm 
not asking you for the money, I’m begging you for it." So when he talked that way. 
I thought well, it must be serious, so I said, "Come on over to the house and 
see me." 

Q Did he come to the house? 

A Yes, he came to the house, and when he came in the house, he (237) 
brought another young tpan with him, and as they came in, he said, "This is 
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Frank." I thought that was kind of strange, too, because he had always (237) 
said. This is Frank so and so, or whoever it was. 


So the young man sat over in a chair near the door and Jimmy and I 
sat there and talked, and I kept asking why he wanted the money, and he said 
he just couldn’t tell me, I would have to trust him. So I finally gave him 
the money. He acted very nervous and upset, and I thought that was strange, 
too, but I gave him the money, and they left. 

Q Do you recall whether this young man that accompanied him had an 
overcoat on or not? 

A Yes, he had a dark coat* 

Q A topcoat? 

A Yes. 

Q Did he have his hands outside the coat? 

A As I recall, he had one — 

Q If you recall. 

A As 1 recall, I think he had one hand in his pocket, one pocket* He 
just sat there and didn’t say anything until he left. 

MS. IDOMIR: I have no further questions. 

JAMES F. PARKER, (240) 

the defendant herein, was called as a witness in his own behalf, and after 

j 

being duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

c You are the defendant in this case? 

A I am. 

Q And you are & musician? 

A I am. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Just ask him what he does. I object. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q, What is your occupation? 

A I am a professional musician. 

Q Do you know Agent Fialkewica? 

A Do I know him? 

C; Yes. 

(241) 


A Yes, I know him. 

Q Do you know Conrad Reed alias Ralph Cohen? 
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(241) 



A As alias Ralph Cohen, I know him. 

Q Will you speak louder? 

A I know Conrad Reed as Ralph Cohen, yes. 

Q Do you know Sol Levenson? 

A Yes, 1 do. 

Q Do you know William Brown? 

A Yes, I know William Brown. 

Q How did you meet him? 

A How did I meet William Brown? 

Q Yes. 

A I net William Brown through professional association. I worked a 
jot with him once before. 

Q Is he a musician, too? 

A Yes, he is a musician. 

Q Do you know Pogue, who testified? 

A Yes, I know Pogue. 

Q How did you meet him? 

A In the same capacity, as a musician professionally. 

Q He is also a musician? 

A Yes, he is. 

Q Do you know Patricia Chambers? 

A Yes, I know Patricia Chambers very well. 

Q Did you ever date her? 

A Well, I was engaged to Patricia Chambers once about a year (242) 
or so ago, yes. 

Q Do you know her mother, Mrs. Roys ton? 

A Ho, I never met her mother formally; I do know her, though. 

Q Approximately when did you meet Fialkewicz and Reed? 

A Well, it will have to be approximately. It was about the first week 

of Janizary. I had just finished working at the Rythm Room. 

Q Were did you meet them? 

A I was called first by Sol Levenson. 

Q Will you speak a little louder? 

A I say, Sol Levenson called me first and told me that a cousin of his and 
his friend were in town from out west, and he wanted to know if I knew anyone 
that could get any narcotics for him, heroin. 

Q He told you what? 
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A He asked me if I knew anyone that could get any heroin for him. (242) 

Q What did you tell him? 

A Beg your pardon? 

Q What did you tell him? 

A I tried to explain to him that I would rather not become involved if 

it was possible, because I just didn't want to become involved in the (243) 

! 

traffic of any narcotics, and he explained that these two people were what 
he termed "heavies, n which he explained to me as professional gangsters, 
and they were friends of his or his alleged cousin, this Cohen person. His 
partner, who later turned out to be Fialkewicz, he said he had with him a 
woman who he referred to as his old lady. I don’t know whether he meant his 
wife or mistress. He told me that this woman was a prostitute and also a drug 
addict. 

Q Levenson told you this? 

A Yes. ’When he called, I had a friend of mine at the apartment who is 
also a musician. We were working on an arrangement with Leo Williams. Leo 
wanted a ride back downtown, so he said he would ride down to the Dunbar 
Hotel and see if he could do what these people wanted, which was purchase 
some heroin. Now, contrary to the testimony they gave about coming out — 

MR. McLAOGHLIN: No, you just testify. I object to that. 

THE WITNESS: Well, they came directly out to my apartment. 

BY m. IDOMIR: 

Q Who came to your apartment? 

A Levenson, Fialkewicz and who turns out to be Reed, alias Cohen. 

We went directly downtown and not to Alexandria. This was way before (244) 
the 12th of January, at least a week. Now on the way down, these people were 
introduced, and they seemed to stand up in appearance pretty much to what I 
had been told over the phone. They were pretty shabby looking people. So they 
made a deal with Williams that he would go — we went to Clodfelter's gasoline 
station, which is directly across from the Dunbar Hotel. Leo took the money 
and went in to get the heroin. 

Now while we sat in the car. Agent Fialkewicz made the general 
impression that he was nervous; he had also explained to us, I guess* I don't 
know, whether to intimate at first or perhaps think he was in the same type 
of company that he was on the lam. 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: Just tell us what he did 
THE WITNESS: I am. 
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(244; 



BY MR. UXKER: 

Q Now, Mr. Witness, since you met them on January 12th, the first 

date mentioned in this indictment, did they try to contact you frequently, 
Reed? 

A Yes, after that incident, they tried to contact me to get hack in 
touch with Williams to procure more narcotics for them. They called several 
times. 

Q Did they ask you for narcotics? 

A They asked me. I had no narcotics. 

Q What did you tell them? 

A I told them that I didn't know anyone that was selling nar- (245; 
cotics. They said. "Well, why don't you call Leo Williams hack up?" 

Q Well, what happened? 

A I did call Leo Williams hack up. I was unahle to make any arrange* 
marts with him. 

0. This was after talking to them? 

A This was after the initial meeting. Yes, this was after talking to 
then, after they called on the phone. 

Q Now before this call, what, if anything, did Reed, Fialkewicz and 
possibly Levenson say to you regarding your status of getting drugs? 

A Well, Levenson told me what they were here for; in fact, I first 
asked Sol, — you see, I knew him fairly well. I had just finished painting 
his house for him. X asked him why he was associating with these people, 
what the connection was, other than the fact that one man was his cousin, 
and he said he had been robbed when he was the manager of the Congregational 
Poultry Market downtown. He said he had been robbed of $200, and rather than 
call the police, he said he called his cousin in from out west and his partner 
to take care of these people, that he knew who stole the money from him. 

I said, "What do you mean, take care of them?" 

He said allegations as to what would happen, the Potomac River 
and cut them up, and all this business. 

Q Did they themselves, Fialkewicz and Reed, tell you anything (246; 
concerning their alleged activities? 

A Originally, they sort of established them. I guess they thought 
they had to establish their status with me. 

THE COURT: No, you are to tell just what they said. 
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BY MR. IDOMIR: 


(246) 


Q What did they say regarding their activities? 

A Cohen especially apprised me of hie past, in which he had cut several 
people and used a blackjack on several others, most of which were just indi¬ 
cations of what kind of person he was. He stated without my asking him, be¬ 
cause the person was — 1 certainly had no questions to ask him. 

Q Were you afraid of them? 

A X was uncomfortable at first. It developed into fear later, certainly, 
after I was threatened. 

Q Did they threaten you when you told them you didn't want to become 
involved? 

A Well, the threats didn't occur mechanically as that. The most menac¬ 
ing incident, I guess, was the time when Cohen came to the apartment with 
Levenson. 

C> I understand that, but would you answer this question, too: Did 
they threaten you in asking for drugs? 

A Oh, sure. 

THE COURT: Ask what they did. (247) 

THE WITNESS: Yes, they threatened me. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you see any deadly weapons? 

A I saw a blackjack at first. 

MR. MCLAUGHLIN: I object. 

THE COURT: Yes, don't suggest the answer. Please let him tell his story. 

j 

THE WITNESS: The nature of the threats — 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

0. The nature of the threats — will you describe them? 

A Well, the way it usually worked was that I had to give them money — 

THE COURT: No, not the way it usually worked, — what you saw, what 
happened. 

THE WITNESS: I was told if the person whom I contacted didn't come back 
with the money, that I would be the one to pay for it, and I would pay for it 
through this violence that they allegedly were going to perform on me. 

THE COURT: Are those the words that they used? 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, I don't recall the exact words. 

THE COURT: Tell what they said. 




THE WITNESS: I remember one incident where Cohen said I would never (247) 
play a saxophone again, that I would never be able to use my hands. (248) 

BY m. HXJMIR: 

Q Did this take place in your apartment? 

A No, this was before my apartment. I went to my apartment when my 

life was threatened by this Reed person. 

Q Did Fialkewicz and Reed state to you that they were in trouble 
with the law? 

I®. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, they did. 

THE COURT: You must not put the words in the mouth of the witness. Let 
him tell what was done, what was said. 

BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q What, if anything, did they say regarding themselves and the law? 

A They said they were, to use the figure of speech they used — they 

said they were on the lam from out west, that they had just finished cracking 
a safe, among other things, and according to Reed, Fialkewicz was supposed to 
be the silent and dangerous one in the partnership. He was the one you were 
never to cross, according to him. 

Q How did that impress you? 

A Well, it frightened me. I didn't want to have any dealings with 
the man. I had no need to even know the person, for that reason. 

Q What, if anything, did they say would happen if you told any- (249) 
body regarding their demands? 

A They said they would take care of me. That was after the threats 
about not being able to play a saxophone or not recognizing myself when I 
looked in the mirror . 

C Did you believe them? 

A I guess I had to believe them. I certainly wasn't going to question 
them, not after Levenson had told me their background. He .said this person 
Reed, about 11 or 12 years ago, — he said this man had also done a similar 
type of job for him when he was robbed before. That is why he called him in 
this time. 

Q Now, about how often did Fialkewicz call you on the telephone asking 
for drugs? 

A Well, on each occasion, I guess he called maybe five or six times 
each time. 
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Q What would you attempt to tell him? (249) 

A I tried to stall him. He called me at my house and he also called 
at my girl's apartment. He called more than once. He called the first time, 
and I told him I wasn't able to do anything for him. I would say I couldn't 
contact such and such a person. He said, "Well, try and contact somebody else." 

Q Did he also see you in person? 

A Oh, yes. 

Q Ultimately, after stalling, what would he do, then what would (250) 
you do; what would he say, then what would you do? 

A What would he say what? 

Q After the stalling, as you say, what did he tell you? 

A He just kept trying. He kept calling and kept bothering me, and I 
finally would call somebody. In one instance, I introduced him to Pete, 
telling him he could call him from now on and not have to bother me any more. 

I also explained to Pete when introducing the people, I said, "Be very careful, 
because I have been led to understand and impressed by the fact that these 
guys don't want to be toyed with, they were gangsters." 

Q Were you in constant fear? 

A Certainly I was in constant fear. I never met anybody like that 
before in my life. 

Q Would you have done this had it not been for their threats to 
your life? 

A No, I wouldn't have done it. 

THE COURT: Wait, done what? Done what? Done this, you said. Clarify your 
question. 

BY m. IDOMIR: 

Q Would you have made these calls in your endeavor to satisy their 
demands to get drugs had it not been for these threats? 

A No, I would not have. 

Q And the blackjack and what-not? (251) 

A No, I would not have. I had no need to do any of these t h i n gs. 

J®. McLAUGHLIN: I didn't hear any testimony about a blackjack yet. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q All right, let's hear that. Did you see any of these people with 
a blackjack? 

A Yes, I saw Cohen with a blackjack and a switchblade knife, and the 

person who turned out later to be Agent Fialkewicz had a hunting knife about 
this long (indicating) in his car one hight. 
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Q Were you threatened with those very instruments? (251) 

A Yes, I was. 

THE COURT: Ask what was done; then the jury will know whether it is a 
threat or not. 

BY m. IDCMIR: 

Q Mr. Defendant, will you tell the Jury what Reed and Fialkewicz did 
with these weapons you saw? 

A Reed came around one night with Mr. Levenson and he gave me $18 
and instructed me to get him $18 worth of heroin. They had called several 
times before this. 

Q Did you accept that at the beginning? 

A Not at the beginning did I accept it. I accepted it later when the 
guy came around with this knife and all this business. (252) 

Q What did you do with the money? 

Aq I took the money downtown and gave it to a person who never did 
come back. 

Q. And what happened then? 

A I returned to the apartment, after waiting for him about three 
hours, and I told this person Reed that I thought I had lost his money. I 
said, "Wait until tomorrow, until the money would — 

Q What did he do, if anything? 

A He wouldn’t accept that. He got up and said, "No, we’ll take a ride." 
He had this knife in his pocket. We went out to Levenson*s car and rode down 
to the Dunbar Hotel. 

Q Did you go in alone? 

A No, I went in with Reed behind me. Reed marched me through the hotel. 
We knocked on several doors, and I asked for this person I was looking for 
and couldn't locate him. Then we went back and waited on the comer and sat, 
and during this time Reed expounded the theory of what he thought about people 
that took money and didn’t come back with it and all this business, and I 
told him I hadn't taken his money, and if it were possible, I would get his 
money back. He said, "I know you'll get it back, because if you don't get it 
back. I'll get some of you." I was in between Levenson and Reed at the time 
in front of his cab. 

Q And then did there come a time when you went back to your (253) 


apartment? 


A Yes. We vent back to the apartment, I guess, about 9:30. I (253) 
had a job that night. I was to work at Kavakos', and I had to call in sick 
on that. I wasn't able to take the job. We vent back to the apartment, and 
I was trying to think of sane way to hold him off, you know. He was starting 
to get violent. He took off his coat and rolled up his sleeves and really 
started up the threats. In the meantime, I had sent my girl out. I didn't 
want her to be a party in this. Then I got on the phone. I called my brother 
and a couple of friends, and I finally called my aunt. I didn't want to call 
her, because I knew it wouldn't be too good to call her and tell her I needed 
money without any reason for wanting it. 

Q Why didn't you want to give a reason? 

A Beg your pardon? 

Q Why didn't you give a reason? 

A Because I was told not to, not to give anybody a reason. I was told 
that I wasn't to say anything, just get the money. So we left the apartment 
in Levenson.'s cab and drove to my aunt's house, which wasn't too far, and on 
the way up he explained that he was going in the house with me, and when we 
got out in front of the house — they have a pretty nice house cut in Silver 
Spring. He said, "Judging by the looks of this house, they're probably very 
nice people." He said, "So I want you to go along when I tell you." (254) 

Q He still had his blackjack and knife with him? 

A I don't know about the blackjack. He had his knife. 

mr. McLaughlin: out? 

THE WITNESS: No, not out, but in the car. 

BY MR. 3D0MIR: 

. Q What was he wearing? 

A A wrap-around overcoat. He said, "Before we go in this house,” he 
said, "I want you to introduce me just as Ralph, an introduction isn't 
necessary." 

I said, "It is necessary. I am accustomed to introducing my friends 
to my relatives, you know." 

He said, "Well, the introduction is to go no further than that." 

He says, "I'll sit by the door, and if you indicate at all what this money 
is for or who I am," he says, "I don't want to tell you what the results will 
be." He says, "I don't want to make a mess in the front room there." 

So I tried to tell my aunt I needed money, that was all. I tried to 
get it over to her. I guess she thought — 




MR. MeL^UGHLIN: Ju3t what you said, never mind what you thought* 
THE COURT: Don’t tell what she thought. 


( 254 ) 


BY MR. IDQMIR: 

Q. What did you tell her there? 

A I told her that I had to have the money. I said I was in & lot (255) 
of trouble. I said I have to have £13, it wasn't much money, and I would 
pay her back in a week or so, but I said I'm in a great deal of trouble. 

Q Did jou beg her? 

A Yes, I had to beg her, because I had to give her a reason. I couldn't 
give her a reason. I said she had to trust my asking her. 

Q Did Reed overhear this conversation? 

A Ohj yes. He was sitting right in the living room. 

C Did you at one time meet Agent Tremoglie who testified here? 

A Yes, I did. He was with Agent Fialkewicz one night when we went 

down to pick up Bill Brown. I was introduced to him by Mr. Reed. He was 
introduced to me as Public Enemy No. 3, I thought Reed was kidding, you know, 
when we vent on the way to the car. 

I said, "He is who?" 

He said, "He is Public Enemy No. 3." 

I said, "\/hat do you mean by that?" 

He said, "He is really wanted by the police. He is an out-of-town 
man." He said, "Don't be afraid with him." 

Beg your pardon? 

C I say, did that register with you? 

a ’./ell, it had to register, certainly it registered. I had to (256) 
take this man's word for that. 

C Knowing who Reed was and Fialkewicz, did that have anything to do 
with it? 

A They had sort of substantiated the opinion I was given of these 
people by Levenson by their acts. On this same night we went down and picked 
up Brown, then when we got to the place — wherever it was I don't recall 
as well as the other gentleman does, because I wasn't keeping track of this, 
you know — when we got to where we were going, Fialkewicz gave me the money 
and I, in turn, gave it to Bill Brown, a*.d Brown got out of the car and more 
or less jokingly said, "Okay, Jim, see you tomorrow." And Fialkewicz responded 
to this by turning around and brandishing this knife he had. It was the first 
time I saw it. I asked him to let me look at it, you know. He pulled it back. 
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I told him, I said, "The guy is only kidding you. That was just a joke." (256) 
He said he didn't like that kind of a Joke, where he came from people didn't 
joke that way. 

Q Nov each and every time that you were with these gentlemen, 
Fialkevicz and Reed, knowing who they were, were you acting voluntarily? 

A No. Every time I was with them, I was motivated by this fear I had 
of becoming involved in anything with these people, because from what I 
considered, I was in pretty good shape. I had an apartment of my own and 
furniture and planned on getting married. (257) 

Q Were you afraid of them? 

A Certainly I was. I was hoping they would stop bothering me by not 
answering their phone calls or perhaps introducing them to somebody else. I 
thought they would stop coming around to me, because they had no reason to. 

I wasn't selling dope. 

Q What, if anything, can you recall, did Reed say to you regarding 
your seeing Pat Chambers? 

A About me seeing Pat Chambers? 

Q Yes. 

A Nothing. 1 introduced him to Pat Chambers. 1 got him a date with 
Pat Chambers. 

Q Did he ever tell you to stop seeing her? 

A No, he didn't. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Wait a minute. He just said he never told him anything. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q Based on what they told you, was there any doubt in your mind but 
what they were gangsters and hoodlums? 

A No doubt whatsoever, no doubt. 

MR. McLADGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

MR. IDOMIR: This man's mind is very important. 

MR. McLADGHLIN; I appreciate that. 

MR. IDOMIR: It is the impression created in his mind that counts. (258) 

THE COURT: Deal with the witness. 

MR. IDOMIR: Very well. Your Honor. 

BY ML IDOMIR: 

Q In any event, Mr. Witness, how did you feel throughout this period 
you knew these men? 



A 


Scared. 


(253) 



G Whether they were there or not? 

A Scared. It vas a whole month. It was a nightmare. I was hoping to 
shake them. I talked to my girl about it, and she said, "Why don't you stop 
seeing them? 1 ' I said, "Well, I am afraid to refuse them," and according to 
Levenson, they were supposed to be leaving town soon. I just hoped they would 
leave town; 

MR. IDOMIR: Just one moment. Your Honor, if I may. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

G Now, Mr. Parker, you were never convicted of a narcotics violation, 
were you? 

A No. 

THE COURT: I didn't understand the question. 

MR. IDOMIR: I am sorry. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Speak up 
BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

C You were never convicted Of a narcotics violation? 

A No, I was not. (25vj 

G Did you ever plead guilty to any offense? 

A Did I ever plead guilty to any offense? 

G To an offense. 

A Yes, I did. In 1S51 I came back from about a year and a half road 
trip, and coming through Kansas City I became adaicted to using heroin, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: What? 

BY Ml, IDOMIR: 

Q Speak a little louder. 

A I was a drug addict in 1S51, '50. When I got back to Washington, 

I took a friend of mine's television set and cashed a couple bad checks, and 
I pled guilty to those offenses here in one of these courts here and was 
sentenced to 1 to 3 years at Lorton. This was in '51, October of '51, and I 
was paroled on my minimum, which was 1 year, and one of the stipulations of 
parole was that I would submit unquestioningly to physical examinations at 
any time during the 20 months; actually it was 16 months, and 1 completed 
parole just this past October, but I wasn't addicted to drugs when I was 
arrested. 

G This was not a conviction for peddling or pushing narcotics? 

a Oh, no, I wasn't convicted for peddling or pushing narcotics. 
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r Did you at your own request go to Lexington? 
A Before, yes. 


(259) 

(260) 


MB. McLAUGHLIN: X object to this. Tour Honor. 

THE COURT: Wait, I couldn't hear the question. 

BY Ml. IDQMIR: 

Q Did you at your own request, Mr. Witness, go to Lexington? 

A I did, yes, I did. This was the suumer of 1950, when I first got 
home. I vent down there as a voluntary commitment and committed myself for 
four months. 

THE COURT: That can't be a voluntary commitment, can it? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Your Honor, it was voluntary. I could leave any 
time that I wanted to. That is one of the arrangements they have down there. 

BY MB. IDQMIR: 

0. You vent to the authorities of your own free will? 

A I didn't go to any authorities. 

MR* McLAUGHLIN: Objection. It is immaterial. 

THE WITNESS: I went right to the hospital. 

Ml. IDQMIR: He mentioned addiction. 

THE COURT: The answer may stand. 

j 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: That was before he vent to jail, wasn't it? 

THE COURT: Your next question. 

BY Ml. IDQMIR: 

Q When you were paroled on your minimum, did you obtain employ- (261) 

ment? 

A I vent right to work when I vent out. I had a job. my family got me 
a job working with a Kuhn Construction Company. I worked with the construction 
company for nine months. Then I was given permission by the Board to become 
reinstated in the musicians' local. Then I vent back to work as a musician, 
and I worked sometimes as a musician, sometimes as a plumber. I worked both 
jobs sometimes simultaneously. 

Ml. IDOMIK; I don't have any more questions at this time. Your Honor. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY Ml. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q You say you worked nine months when you got out on parole. Of course, 
you had to have a job in order to get out on parole, didn't you? 

A That is right*. 

Q How? 
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Q Did you testify that Reed had represented himself to you as being 
a gangster; is that right? 

A Did I testify to that? 

Q Yes. 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And you really thought he was a gangster? 

A I did, yes. (262) 

Q And by a gangster, do you mean a killer? Is that what you mean 
by that? 

A Potentially a killer. 

Q Potentially a killer; is that right? 

A Potentially. 

Q Well now, did you also testify that you were engaged at one time to 
Mrs. Chambers? 

A Yes. 

Q And that is the young lady who testified here, who had the child? 

A That is right, yes. 

Q For what period of time were you engaged to her? 

MR. IDOiMIR: I fail to see the materiality of that. 

THE COURT: Objection overruled. 

THE WITNESS: This was maybe more than a year ago. 

BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Q And then you said that you introduced Reed to Mrs. Chambers; is 
that right? 

A That is right. 

Q And at the time of that introduction, you were under the impression 
that Reed was a potential killer; is that right? 

A A potential killer, maybe not a maniac killer. I didn't th ink he 
would he would go around selecting people at random to kill. (263) 

Q You were afraid he might kill you, weren't you? 

A I certainly was. 

Q How? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q But you did introduce him to Mrs. Chambers, this girl that you had 

previously been engaged to, and you were of the opinion that he was a potential 
killer; is that right? 
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A Yes, that is right. (263) 

Q How? 

A Yes, that is right. 

G Nov how long have you known Levenson? 

A I have known Levenson — let's see — I guess since I came out of 
the navy in 1947. 

Q And in 1955, prior to January of 1955, how long prior to that date 
had you been in the company of Mr. Levenson? 

A How long prior to that date? 

Q Yes. 

A Veil, on many occasions. I was at Sol's house one evening for dinner. 

I painted the interior of his home for him. Be had been out to my apartment, 
he and his wife. 

You were a personal friend of his, were you? 

Yes, 1 was. 

Were you using narcotics at that time? 

3DQMIR: Objection, Your Honor. 

COURT: Objection overruled. (264) 

WITNESS: No, I wasn't. 

BY *fi. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Was Levenson using narcotics? 

To my knowledge, he wasn't. 

What? 

To my knowledge, he wasn't. I have no way of knowing. I didn't know, 
keep that close a watch on him. 

Well, now, prior to January 7, 1955, did you ever have any conversa¬ 
tion with Levenson about narcotics? 

A No, I did not. 

Q Bow? 

A No, I did not. 

Q No talk at all about narcotics? 

j 

A No. 

Q Well now, on January 7th, you say Levenson called you, did he? 

A No, I didn't say on January 7th. 1 said before January 12th. 

Q How did you meet Reed for the first time and Fialkewics? 

A Levenson introduced Reed to me as his cousin. 
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Q Where was Reed at that time? 
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A Where was Reed? Reed was in the car, in Levenson's car. 

Q And where was the car? 

A The car was parked in front of my apartment in Takcma Park, Maryland 
Q Can you recall what date that was? 

A No. 

Q Well, was it in January? 

A Oh, yes, it was in January, the first week. 

Q On that occasion, did you go out to the car where Reed and levenson 

were? 

A Yes. 

Q Well now, what did you talk about then? 

A We then were going to fulfill the plans that we had made tentatively 
over the phone prior to their arrival. 

Q What plans? 

A Plans for them to secure narcotics, get narcotics through this 
friend of mine through somebody else. 

Q Well now, Fialkewicz wasn't with them then, was he? 

A Yes, he was. 

Q How? 

A Yes, he was. I sat right beside him in the back seat. 

Q, Who gave you the $13? 

A Nobody gave me $13. 

Q I an talking about the occasion of the $13. (266) 

A Oh, you mean the incident where Reed was by himself? 

Q Yes, that is it. 

A Who gave me the $18. 

Q Yes. 

A Reed gave the $13. 

Q Where were you when Reed gave you the $13? 

A In my apartment. 

Q And when was that? 

A That was during the maybe first or second week of January. 

Q Was Fialkewicz with him at that time? 

A No, he was not. 

Q Was Levenson with him? 

A Yes, he was. 


Where was Levans on? 


(266) 


A Levenson was right there, right within the group, no more than 
10 feet away. 

Q You mean in the house, in the apartment? 

A Yes, right in the apartment. 

Q Who were you to buy the narcotics for, Levenson or Reed? 

A Reed. 

Q Isn’t it a fact that Levenson was the one who gave you the (267) 

$18? 

A No, it is not a fact. 

Q Well now, did you tell Reed at that time that you had a connection 
to buy narcotics? 

A No, I did not; in fact, many times I told him I did not have a 
connection, including that time. 

Q But still you took the $18, didn't you? 

A Under the threat I did, yes. 

Q Under a threat, and you took the $18 and you contacted whom? 

A Contacted a person downtown. 

Q What person? 

A The person who was along in the first incident, Leo Williams. 

Q Did you get the narcotics? 

A No, I got nothing. 

Q Did you ever bring back the $18? 

A No, I did not. 

Q So that if Reed was angry at you at that time, it was because — 

MR. IDOMCR: Your Honor, I object. He is arguing with the witness. 

MR. McIAIKSHT.IN: I am not arguing. 

THE COURT: I will have to hear the question, then you can object. 

by vr. McLaughlin : (268) 

Q I say, if Reed was angry at you at that time, it was because you 
gone away with the $18; isn't that right? 

A Certainly. 

Q How? 

A Certainly. He said he wanted his $18 back or $18 worth of heroin 

or $18 worth of me. I don't know what he meant by that. 

Q Well, if you produced the narcotics, it would have been all right, 

wouldn't it? 

•• 

4 


61 



A That is right. (268) 

Q How? 

A If I had been able to produce .the narcotics. 

Q Veil now, how did you know this Willisms so well that he would get 

you narcotics? 

A I knew Williams professionally. 

Q Well, you know how many people professionally? 

A Practically at least half of the musicians in Washington. 

Q And in order to buy narcotics, you have got to be known to the 
individual who sells it to you, don't you? 

A I didn't hear the question. 

Q I say, in order to buy narcotics from someone, you have got to be 
known to them; isn't that right? 

A I can't answer that. I don't know the answer to that. (269) 

Q What? 

A I don't know the answer to that. 

Q You don't know the answer to that? 

A No, I don't. 

Q All right, now, on January 7th, I believe, you were with Williams, 
weren't you, and Fialkewicg? 

A I can't agree to the date, Mr. McLaughlin. I have no way of — 

Q All right, the day that you delivered narcotics to Agent Fialkewicg 
in your apartment in the first week in January. 

A I didn't deliver those narcotics. 

Q What? 

A I didn't deliver narcotics. 

Q Who delivered the narcotics? 

A Leo Williams. 

Q Where did he deliver the narcotics? 

A Where? 

Q Yes. 

A He brought them to the apartment. 

Q Whose apartment? 

A tty apartment. 

Q And who contacted Williams to bring the narcotics to your apartment? 
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A Williams was in my apartment when the original contact was (270) 

made. 

Q Who contacted him to bring narcotics to your apartment? 

A Levans on called me and told me he was bringing these people out. 

After I objected to it, he told me who they were, named me one, a cousin, 
the other a partner. Then they came out to the apartment, and I told Leo I 
said, "These people want to do this, they want to get some heroin." I said, 

"Can you do it for me?" He said, "I don’t know. I’ll go see." 

Q Why didn’t you tell them no? 

A Why didn’t I tell them no? 

Q Yes. 

MR. IDQMIR: The testimony was he did, sir. 

MU McLAUGHLIN: Wait a minute now. I’ll put you on the stand next (laughter). 

THE WITNESS: Why didn’t I tell them no? 

BY Ml. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q Yes. 

A I told them I didn’t want to have anything to do with them. 

Q Yes, 

j 

A And he brought them out. 

Q This is the first week in January, isn’t it? 

A Beg your pardon? (271) 

Q I say, this is the first week in January? 

A The first or the second week. 

Q Go ahead, what else did you say? 

A Then they brought them out to the apartment, and we rode downtown, 
we being Levenson driving, Reed in the front seat, Fialkewics and Leo and I 
in the back, Leo Williams. We got downtown and Leo went into the Dunbar, and 
this was the time that Fialkewics expressed fear of being spotted by a 
policeman, because he was such a well-wanted man by the police. So he said 
he wanted to leave.. I said, "Here’s my key. Go back to my apartment and wait," 
which is what he did. 

Q You gave your key to this gunman, did you? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q To go to your apartment? 

A That is right. 

Q Where was your apartment from there? 
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A Takcma Park, Maryland. (271) 

Q That is quits a distance, isn't it? 

A Quits a walking distance. It isn't too far by automobile. 

Q It is quits a distance in an automobile, too, isn't it, to your 

apartment? 

A No. 

Q Veil now, did Fialkewicz know where your apartment was? (272) 

A No. I gave him the address. 

Q Oh, at the time you gave him the key, he didn't know where your 
apartment was? 

A No, he didn't know where it was. 

Q Well now, were you afraid of him then? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q And afraid of nim doing you bodily harm? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q At the time you gave him the key to your apartment, you were up at 
15th and U; isn't that right? 

A That is right. When you have — 

Q No, no, you can explain that later. 

A I haven't finished answering your question. 

Q You are finished as far as I am concerned. 

Then, you say, you gave him the address and location of your 

apartment? 

A Yes, in order for him to be there, I had to. 

Q Then after you got the narcotics with Williams, did you go to your 
apartment? 

A I didn't get the narcotics with Williams. 

Q pid you see Fialkewicz at your apartment after you told him to go 
there? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And what happened at your apartment at that time? 

A They gave everybody the narcotics and then they drove Williams (273) 
home. Williams gave the narcotics to Fialkewicz and Reed. 

Q Where, in your apartment? 

A In my apartment. 

Q Now was there something at that time said by Fialkewicz about that 
he was getting them for a girl friend? 
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A Girl friend, yes. (273) 

Q How? 

! 

A Girl friend, yes. 

Q What was the occasion for bin to say that? 

A What was the occasion? 

Q Yes. 

A Well, it fit into the conversation that Reed and Fialkewicz seemed 
to keep going, this running conversation about what they were doing here and 
what this was. They constantly were advertising themselves. 

Q Wasn't that said because Williams and you wanted them to use some 
narcotics in your apartment at that time? 

A Wanted them to use it? 

Q Yes, in other words, to take a shot. 

A Oh, no, no. 

Q Wasn't there seme conversation about Fialkewicz and Reod using it 
at that time? 

A Ho, certainly not. 

Q How? (274) 

A No, there was not. 

Q All right, now, let us take January 24th. You saw Fialkewicz, 
did you not? 

A Once again I will have to say I can't remember the dates. 

Q Well, all right, the second time you bought narcotics for Fialkewicz. 
A I can't recall specifically the second time, either. 

Q The time they went to your heme and you rode around with your girl 
friend in your car, that was the 24th? 

A Oh, yes, 1 recall. Yes, 1 remember that. 

Q You say you were engaged to that girl? 

A Yes. 

Q And you allowed that girl to ride around in that car with these 
gunmen? 

A Thi« girl 1 was taking downtown to send home. 

Q She was your girl friend, wasn't she? 

A Yes, she was. 

Q A«d she rode around in the car with these — 

A She didn't ride around. 
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Q — thugs or gunmen or whatever you call them? 

A She didn't ride around in the car. We let her off downtown. 

Q Then when you let her off, did you go and buy the narcotics? (275) 

A No, I didn't go buy them myself. Bill Brown and I got in the car 

and left. 

Q Who? 

A Brown, the other man in the indictment. 

Q On that occasion, didn't you buy them alone? 

A Beg your pardon? 

Q On the 24th. 

A Well, I have to keep reminding you that I can't recall these dates 
that well, Mr. McLaughlin. I wasn't keeping any track of it. 

Q You mean that you were buying them so often that you weren't keeping 
track; is that what you are talking about? 

A No, I don't mean that; there is no reason for me tew me an that. 

I mean that I just can't recall the specific dates. 

Q Trying to refresh your recollection, recall the date that they drove 
your girl friend downtown, as you say. 

A I do recall it. We got to 4th and Webster, and this man in back 
of the car — I can't pronounce his name — Tremoglie, he and Fialkewicz and 
Bill Brown and I went further into Washington. I don't recall the exact 
address either, because Brown gave the address. This was the night that Brown 
got out of the car and said, "I'll see you tomorrow," and then this other 
person, this Fialkewicz, waved this hunting knife in the back seat, (276) 

frightening me, wanting to know what does he mean by seeing you tomorrow. I 
tried to tell him it was just a joke, he didn't mean any harm, and Fialkewicz 
said where he came from and the way he did business, people didn't joke like 
that. I asked him to put the knife away. 

Q On this occasion that I am talking about, on January 24th, the day 
that your girl rode in the car. Brown never appeared on the scene at all, that 
you went some place and got narcotics? 

A No. 

Q How? 

A I don't recall any such day you say. 

Q You say he is named in this indictment on that count? 

A Brown, he is named in the indictment, yes, sir. 
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Q It say8 here on January 24th, James Parker — (276) 

MR. IDCMIR: Your Honor, he stated he didn’t remember the date several 
times, 

THE WITNESS: I don't see how you can expect me to remember dates. 

by mi. McLaughlin: 

Q All right, let me ask you this. On the 24th, hcv were you able to 
buy narcotics? 

A How was I able? 

Q Yes. 

A The 24th? I can't recall that I did. (277) 

Q Let's put it this way. On the second time that these people asked 
you to buy narcotics, how were you able to buy them for them? 

A Well, you will have to explain your question. What do you mean, 

j 

how was I able to physically, financially, socially or what? 

Q I will put it this way. Were you qualified in the District of 
Columbia during the month of January, 1955, to buy narcotics in the illicit 
traffic? 

A Of course not. I didn't buy any narcotics either. 

Q What? 

A I never bought any narcotics. 

Q Well, I meant could you get narcotics for other people? 

A I didn't know that I could. 

Q Well, how about the time you got them from Pogue? 

A The time I got them from Pogue? 

Q Yes. 

A I got them through Pogue. 

Q Through Pogue. Veil, let's put it your way. 

A I don't understand. 

Q How? 

A What do you mean, how about it? 

Q Well now, had you bought from Pogue before? 

A No, I had not. I called Pogue. (278) 

Q How did you know Pogue was selling? 

A I didn't know he was selling. I called Pogue among several other 
people. 

Q Well, what was your occasion for calling Pogue? 

A The occasion for calling Pogue was the threat these people put into 
me to get narcotics for them after Williams got it for them the first time. 
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Q Well now, you had bought them for them several times before (278) 
you contacted Pogue, didn’t you? 

A I had done vhat? 

Q You had secured narcotics for them several times before you bought 
them from Pogue? 

A Not several, no, — each time through Williams• When Williams left, 

I was talked into calling this man Pogue. 

Q All right, you contacted Williams for them and you contacted Pogue 
for them and you contacted Brown for them; isn't that right? 

A That is right. 

Q Is that right? 

A Yes, it is right. 

Q On any of these occasions, did you take any narcotics for yourself? 

A No, I did not. Yes, I took two capsules one night. I took them; I 

didn't use them. 

Q What did you take the two capsules for? (279) 

A They were offered to me and I accepted them* 

Q Why did you take them? You didn't have the habit. 

A I know I didn't have the habit, but I didn't — 

Q What was the occasion? 

A I didn't finish answering the question, Mr. McLaughlin. 

Q Go ahead. 

A I took them because I didn't want to do anything that would be 
incompatible with the way these guys were doing the business. That may sound 
facetious to you, but it wasn't very funny to me. 

Q What did you do with the two capsules? 

A I didn't use them. I gave them away. 

Q You gave them to who? 

A I don't recall who I gave them to. 

Q What? 

A I don't recall who I gave them to. 

Q You knew that if they were found on your possession, you were liable 
to arrest, didn't you? 

A Which was why I gave them away. 

Q What? 

A Which was why I gave them away. 
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Q Well now, don't you remember who you gave them to? 

A No, I am afraid I don't. 

Q You didn't take them for your own use? (280; 

A No, I did not. 

Q Now you testified on direct examination that you were afraid of 

these people and you weren't used to those kind of people; is that what you 
said? 

A That is what I said. 

Q How? 

A That is what I said, yes. 

Q Now in 1951, you were convicted in criminal case number — that is, 
you are the same James Franklin Parker who was convicted in Criminal Case 
No. 744-51, charged with housebreaking; isn't that right? 

A That is right. 

j 

Q You were also convicted in Criminal Case No. 1361 and 1362 on a 
charge of forging and uttering, weren't you? 

A That is right, yes. 

Q You were also convicted in Criminal Case No. 427-51 on a grand 
larceny charge; isn't that right? 

A That is right. May I explain that a little further. The housebreaking 
consisted of taking a television set out of a friend's house of mine when I 
was addicted, a friend of mine's house when I was addicted, and the forgery 
and uttering ’.'ere a few checks that I cashed when I was addicted in '51. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing further to ask him. Your Honor. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION (281) 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Now these offenses, to which you pleaded guilty, all took place at 
the same time, didn't they? i 

A Yes; they all took place at the same time and I was sentenced that 

way also. The judge sentenced me to 1 to 3 years for it. 

Q For this one transaction? 

A That is right. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Oh, no. 

THE WITNESS: Beg your pardon? 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

0 Now, before >ou ever met Fialkewics and Reed, you had already been 

told how dangerous they were? 

A By Levenson, yes. 
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Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. (231) 

MR. IDOMIR: He testified to that. 

MR. McIADQHLIN: I appreciate that, but as I say, you are testifying here. 
Ml. IDOMIR: I am not testifying here. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: But you are trying to. 

THE COURT: Your next question. 

MR. IDOMIR: He testified to that. You asked him; so did I. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: (282) 

Q And hearing what you did, were you afraid even before you met them? 
Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR* IDOMIR: 

0, Well, when were you first afraid of these people? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to that. He has gone over this. Your Honor. 

MR. IDOMIR: No, I haven* t. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDOMIR: 

Q At the time you gave Fialkevicz the key to your apartment, were 
you afraid? 

A Yes. I gave him the key, hoping sort of to keep him quiet, you know. 

Q You had already seen the blackjack and knife? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Wait a minute now. Your Honor, I object to this. 

0 

THE COURT: Yes, you must let the witness testify. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Sure. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

0. What did you see that made you afraid and what did you hear? 

A Oh, my. It seems as though we have been over this so much. (283) 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is it exactly'. 

THE WITNESS: No, that isn‘t it exactly. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: Isn't It? 

THE 'WITNESS: No, it is not. It is a very difficult thing, 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Yes, let's have a question. 

THE WITNESS: That is what I mean, you 
THE COURT: Let's have a question. 

THE WITNESS: Everything is objectionable. 
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BY *®. HXKER: (2b3) 

Q What did Fialkevicz and Reed say or do and what did you see before 


you gave the key? 

i 

A As I said, when I first met these two chaps -- 

MR. McLADGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. What happened at that time, 
I know, is not responsive to the question. The question is what happened at 
the time he was given the key. 

THE COURT: Yes. Answer that question. 

THE WITNESS: They made statements. 

THE COURT: Tell what they said. 

THE WITNESS: Some of them, that they were on the lam, that they were 

j 

wanted. Reed said that Fialkewicz has 20 years hanging over his head, that 
they were both professional hoods, and things along that line. I didn’t (284) 
solicit conversation from either one of these people. 

THE COURT: Wait. You are just answering the question. 

THE WITNESS: I am trying to answer it. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Let’s have another question. 

THE WITNESS: It is not easy. 

BY m. 3DQMIR: 

Q Did you put them in contact with Pogue just like that or did you 
make many calls? 

MR. McLADOHLIN: I object to that, if Your Honor please, just like that. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY ffi. IDOMIR: 

Q To what kind of effort, if any, did you go before you thought of 
calling Pogue? 

A Before I thought of calling Pogue? 

Q Yes. 

A I told them that I didn't know anybody after the original contact 
had been made, which they just about made themselves through the other person, 
Williams. 

Q They just happened to be there? 

A Yes. I was unable to call anybody, and they said, "Well, call people 
and find out." 

i 

C And what people did you call? You called people? 


A I called several people, and Peter Pogue was the one who 


(285) 


said that he would do this thing for me, and I later introduced them to Pete, 
hoping to remove myself from any more involvement. 

W Now these two capsules that you mentioned, they — 

A They offered that as sort pf a gift. 

THE COURT: Wait. You haven't heard the question yet. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Did you take them freely, so to speak? 

A He offered .them to me. 

Q And under those circumstances, you felt you had to taka them? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY Ml. IDCMIR: 

Q You don't know exactly what you did, you gave them away, threw them 
away or what? 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN; I object to this. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Do you know exactly what you did with them? 

A No, I don't know exactly what I did with them. I know exactly that 

I didn't use them, 1 know that much. 

Q Were they destroyed? (286) 

A Beg your pardon? 

Q Were they destroyed? 

I®. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

THE WITNESS: They could have been, yes. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q When you saw these two people in between these transactions -- 
A I saw them at Levenson's house once and — let's see — Reed came 
over to the night club where I was working once. I saw them in between, yes. 

Q And calls were made? 

A Calls in between the transactions. They called on the average of 
three or four times every day. 

Q Did you want to become involved? 

A No, I did not want to become involved, and I told them I didn't.want 
to become involved. 
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Q Would they let you alone? 

A No, they did not. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Well, the answer may stand. 

BY MR. XDOMIRi 

0 Did you think of going to the police? 

THE COURT: Think what? 

MR. IDOMIR: Think of going to the police. (287) 

THE WITNESS: No, I didn't think that was any solution to the problem. 

BY IDGMIR: 

Q Why? 

A That didn't seem to answer the problem for me, going to the police, 
the way they threatened me. The night before I vent to the house to get my 
aunt and uncle, they made that threat about my relatives. I wasn't going to 
go to the police, certainly I wasn't going to go to the police. I had nothing 
to tell the police. 

Q It would have been your word against theirs? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object. Your Honor. 

BY KR. IDGMIR: 

Q You were honorably discharged from the navy? 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

THE WITNESS: That is right. 

THE COURT: What was the question? 

MR. IDOMIR: I asked him if he was honorably discharged from the navy. 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. It is immaterial. 

THE COURT: You may answer. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I was honorably discharged from the navy. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: (28b) 

Q How long did you serve? 

Ml. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this. 

BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

C. What dates? 

A Three years. 

Q What dates? 

A November, 'O, until January, *47. 

Q Were you in combat? 

A Yes. 
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MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDOKER: 

Q Were you afraid of Fialkevicz and Reed? 

A Was I afraid of Fialkevicz and Reed? Yes, I vas afraid of them. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Your Honor, ve have been all over this. 

MR. IDCMIR: I haven't ashed the question. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Nov, please. I mean, after all. You stood there for five 
minutes after you ashed the question. What is he going to do? 

MR. IDOMXR: It is amazing how proper Mr. McLaughlin is. 

THE COURT: Let's hear the question. (289) 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q Were you afraid of Fialkewicz and Reed because of vhat Levenson 
told you about them, even before you saw thou? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q And you knew them even at that time to be vhat they said they were? 
A Beg pardon? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Wait a minute, one at a time. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q. And you knew them even at that time, before you met them, to be 
vhat they later said they were? 

A According to vhat my friend Levenson told me, whose word I took. 

He vas a friend of mine. 

Q Did you feel you had a choice in the matter? 

A Beg your pardon? 

Q Did you feel you bad a choice in the matter? 

A I didn't consider whether I had. I knew that I didn't after I met 
them, though. 

Q Did any of them actually have a knife at you? 

A Reed did, yes. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q If you can recall, vhat exactly did Reed do in your apartment? (290) 
McLAUGHLIN: I he has been all over this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Yes, you have been over that. 
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MR. IDCMIR: All right, I will withdraw that. Your Honor. 

I don't believe Ihave any more questions. Your Honor. 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 

by mi. McLaughlin: 

Q You say Levenson told you all about these two characters; is that 
right? 

A Yes, that is right. 

Q And he told you they were bad men, criminals, s&feblovers and 
everything- else; isn't that right? 

A Yes, that is right. 

Q And regardless of all that he told you, you still met them, didn't 

you? 

A He brought them out and this person who was there performed the 
service for them that they wanted done, and then after that, he pressed them 
back on me. 

Q No, but I say, before you ever met them, he told you all about them; 

j 

isn't that right? 

A That is right, and I asked him what — 

Q All right, and as a result of what he told you and all that, (291) 
still you met the two men? 

A He told me one of the two men was his cousin. 

THE COURT: Answer his question. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I am. 

BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Q Let me ask you this. What did Levenson have on you that he would 
bring people to your apartment? 

A I am afraid you will have to ask Levenson that. I don't know what 
he had on me. 

Q Did anyone else bring any gunmen to your apartment? 

A No, they did not. 

Ml. McLADGHLIN: That is all. 




1 REDIRECT EXAMINATION 


BY Ml. IDOMIR: 

Q Mr. Defendant, Levenson brought them to your apartment? 
A That is right. 

Q Did you ask him to? 
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A No, I didn't ask him to. He brought them to the apartment 


(291) 


I didn't ask b-tm to bring them. He brought them. 

Q And Williams happened to be there? 

A That is right. 

Q And they started to talk to Williams? 

THE COURT: Let the witness testify. Counsel must not testify. (292) 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

BY MR. IDCMIR: 

Q And Williams was there? 

A That is right. I have told you that. I have said that. Williams 
was there. 

MR. OOMXR: I have no further questions. 

MR. McIAUGHIJN: I have nothing further. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Step out, please. 

MR. IDQMIR: I have no further witnesses. Your Honor. 

tft. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing further. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The defendant rests? 

Ml. IDQMIR: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: No rebuttal? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, Your Honor. 

ARGUMENT ON BEHALF OF THE GOVERNMENT (293) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN; May it please the Court and you ladies and gentlemen of 
the jury, in ry opening statement I told you what I intended to prove, and 
you are in a position, of course, after hearing and seeing the witnesses to 
give what weight that you decide yourself to give their testimony as to 
whether or not the Government has proven its case to your satisfaction to say 
that this defendant is guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Nov aa I sat here and listened to the testimony in this case, the de¬ 
fendant admits on these occasions, as Agent Fialkevicz testified, that he 
was given moneys in return for these narcotics, that that is true. He does 
admit that. So that he does corroborate the testimony of the agents to that 
extent. But his defense is here that he didn't do it of his own free will, — 
in other words, what we call in lav as entrapment. He doesn't say, practically, 
entrapment, but he says because of fear, that he was in great bodily fear of 

these men and that he did anything they asked him, even to the extent of 
violating the lav. Nov let us see what fear he was in. 
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Did they ask him to rob a store? No- Did they ask him to hold (293) 

someone up on the street? No. Did they ask him to commit same sex crime? No. 
Why? They asked him to purchase narcotics. Was it because he could purchase 
narcotics? Was he known in the traffic of narcotics here in the District 
of Columbia? Did he know where to get it? And had he been handling it (294) 
in order to have those connections? 

You know, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as well as I do that you have 
to be known in order to purchase narcotics or have someone introduce you to 
the source of narcotics in order to purchase it. It is not a question of 
m akin g a purchase once. It is not a question of making a purchase twice. But 
it is a question of being involved in a purchase four different times. You 
might say a person will do one thing at one time. Well, it is an accident. 

But do the same thing the second time, you slight say it is a coincidence. But 

* 

uhon they do the same thing a third time and a fourth time, then it is a habit. 
So, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, this defendant knew what he was doing. 

From his own testimony here, he tells you that he was an addict, and he 
knew the seriousness of what he was doing, and he knew the effect that this 
narcotics would have on the individual who finally consumed it. So was he 
going into this blindly or was he going into it with his eyes open? 

You heard him when he testified as to getting these two capsules and 
taking the two capsules. Why? He knew what they were for. And then, he says, 
he gave than away. He gave them away to who? He doesn't tell you. So he was 
the man to seo end the man to know in order to buy narcotics here in the 
District of Columbia, because from his own testimony, he contacted (295) 

three different people. And, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, he must have 
been known to them in order to buy these narcotics. 

Oh, you might say, veil, he wasn't riding around in a Cadillac; he wasn't 
riding around in a Packard. We are not interested in that. What we are in¬ 
terested in is to stop the illicit traffic trade here in the District of 
Columbia, and the only way that you are going to stop that is to lock up 
everybody, as far as the police are concerned, who handle it or participate 
in the transfer of narcotics regardless of what part they might play, whether 
it is big or whether it is small, because, ladles and gentleman of the jury, 
as you know, as long as there is the source or the suppliers of individuals 
who will circulate and spread and deliver narcotics for them, then it is im¬ 
possible, as far as the lav is concerned, to effect a lav. So if t he se 
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individuals are willing to sacrifice themselves in order to protect the (295) 
individuals who they buy them from and circulate these narcotics, well, then, 
that is their responsibility♦ 

Now you heard the defendant on the stand. Let me ask you this. Do you 
think that he is the typq that scares easy? Do you think that ha is the type 
that could .be easily influenced? or do you think he is the type who would 
influence others? Mind.you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, this defendant 
was introduced to the agents by his friend Levenson. The connection he (296) 
had with Levenson and why Levenson should get him to buy narcotics, I don’t 
know; only he knows that. And, of course, the agents were here and brought 
here from Baltimore to arrest anyone, regardless of who they might be, that 
had any connection with any of the transactions in the sale of narcotics. 

So they are introduced to this fellow, and they talk narcotics to him. Mind 
you, he tells you when the question was asked: because of this big build-up 
that Levenson had given him about what bad characters they were, before he 
ever saw them. And this is the type of an individual that he is up here in 
the security of Washington at 14th or 15th and U, and he gives one of these 
bad men, the killer, the key to his apartment out in Maryland seme place. 

Now does that ring true? Do you think be is afraid of him when he does that? 

Well, he tells you about Reed and the guns and knives and all that. Why, 
that is something like some little child would come home and you asked him 
why he was late, and he would start telling you all this big cock and bull 
story. Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, this defendant is no fool, and he 
is no boy. He is as old now as he will ever be as far as the ways of the 
world are concerned. And he tells you about — well, they pulled a knife and 
they pulled a blackjack. When? And if they did all that, and as experienced 
as he is, why would he go back to these people? Why would be have anything 
to do with them? And, mind you, he wants you to believe that he is one (297) 
of these conscientious fellows who is easily influenced and easily persuaded, 
and he wants you to believe that he is worthy of some consideration. And 
still, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, from his own testimony, he is willing 
to sacrifice that little Mrs. Chambers. As far as he was concerned, Reed was 
a killer and the baddest man in the world, a potential killer, but still it 
was all right for him to introduce her to Reed, this girl that he had pre¬ 
viously been engaged to. 
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Do you think that he would do that if Reed had represented to him (297) 
about being a thief and all? And if he did do that, what type of an individual 
is he? Is he the type that would deal in narcotics? Has he any consideration 
for anyone by selling narcotics, which you know tears the individual down not 
only physically, but morally and spiritually and every other possible way? 

i 

He tells about Reed* Why do you think that they brought down Mrs. Chambers? 
Do you think it was to embarrass the girl? What could she testify to? And 
there have been a lot of objection on my part here, ladies end gentlemen of 
the jury, and I say to you frankly, at times I was conscious of the fact that 
I thought you might have believed that I was being obnoxious by constantly 
objecting. But you can see in this particular case where it is important, 
because the case gets away, ve get on a lot of tangents and a lot of issues 
that have no bearing on the case at all. (296) 

The only thing ve are interested in this case is the issue as to these 
sales, and what this case boils down to after the defendant's defense is: 
was he intimidated; was he threatened, or did he do what he did because he 
was in fear of bodily harm? And again I say, after hearing him on the stand 
and observing him on the stand, and you heard him, how responsive he was and 
his attitude as I asked him questions — surely, he didn't indicate that he 
had any fear of me — out on the street I'll bet you that he's a pretty noisy 
individual and a pretty headstrong fellow, as they say, who tells you what 
the story or the score is and not someone that tells him. 

Met. IDOMIR: Your Honor, I don't mean to object here, but I don't believe 
there is any kind of testimony that was introduced as to whether or not he is a 
noisy man on the street or whether he is headstrong or anything like that. 

That is mere conjecture on the part of Mr. McLaughlin. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: All right, frcm his attitude on the stand and his ap¬ 
pearance and demeanor on the stand, I will ask you ladies and gentlemen 
of the jury whether you think that he is a person who is easily influenced 
or led astray. 

And you will recall, he says, I wasn't used to these type of people. 

Well.new, if he wasn't used to these type of people, why did he go (299) 

back to them so often? And why would they tell him that these people were 

safe blowers and thieves and potential killers? Why would they tell him that? 

In other words, was he associating with that type of people? And if those 

tMngg were said to him by Levenson, was it because those type of people were 
agreeable or acceptable to this defendant? 
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Oh, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I don't care, ve have all (299) 
lived through a certain period of time and ve have all taken beatings at 
certain times, whether justifiable or not. There is always some kid in the 
neighborhood that has an axe to grind, and sometimes you run around the 
block to avoid him, and someday you didn't run around the block and he caught 
you and it ended up with him hitting you or you hitting him. So I say in this 
particular case that this defendant knew of these particular people before 
he ever met them, and still he is constantly, I say, over the period of time 
in their presence. Now did he know what he was doing? And what he did do, 
was it voluntary on his part? 

Now he was asked about his criminal record, his previous convictions. 

His Honor will tell you that they are not evidence in this case. But he will 
tell you that when you start considering what weight to give the testimony 
of the defendant, you can take into consideration these previous convictions 
as to whether or not you believe all his testimony, whether or not you (300) 
believe part of it, or whether you disregard it in its entirety. 

And, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I don't care who you are or what 
your position in life is, and especially one who has never had any previous 
experience, do you think that someone could come up and ask you where to buy 
narcotics? And not only would you hot know where to buy it, but when they 
ask you a question like that, you would be so resentful that you would 
practically the next day be over in police court on a charge of assault, be¬ 
cause you would haul off and hit the guy right in the mouth. But ve don't 
have that situation here. Ve have the situation here where it is agreeable 
with this defendant. 

Well, yes, you might say Heed. Ladies and gentlemen, I say this to you, 
and I say it in all sincerity, and you have heard it said time and time again, 
that a police officer is as good as his informer is. In other words, if they 
don't get the information or the leads, naturally, they can't get in. So ve 
use informers, ve have to. They are what you call a necessary evil, because 
you can see in this particular case that the agents, Fialkevicz and the other 
agent, would never have gotten in there unless there was someone who was 
known to the clique. So that ve do use them. But ve use them for the purpose 
of getting a legitimate agent in there, and then after that agent gets in 
there, he is the one who makes the buy. He is the one who ve present (301) 
before you who says I did this and 1 made the buy from the individual. Ve 


are not asking you to say well, the only evidence we have is some (301) 

informer and the police let him out of an automobile and picked him up four 
blocks later and say he bought it from so and so. Ve merely use the informer 
to get the agents in, and then after ve get the agents in to make the buy, 
ve don't need the informer, because when the case goes to trial, ve have the 
legitimate agent who tells you, and as I say, who is worthy of belief in 


telling you of the transactions that he had with the defendant. 

So, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I am not going to bore you with a 
long argument, and X want to apologize to you if you thought I was a little 
obnoxious in my objections, but ve have to keep these cases, according to 

j 

the rules of evidence, within bounds. But I want to say to you, and it is 
my intention not only as far as this defendant is concerned or any other 
defendant vbo presents himself before you, that in these narcotic cases, 
regardless of what part they might play, whether it is big or small, if they 
are instrumental in distributing or spreading the narcotic traffic in the 
District of Columbia, then I say from the evidence in this case, ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury, the Government is asking you to bring in a verdict 
of guilty as charged, 

THE COURT: Mr, Idomir. 

MR. IDOMIR: May ve approach the bench a moment? (302) 

THE COURT: Yes. 

(At the bench:) 

Ml. IDOMIR: If Your Honor please, I overlooked before Mr, McLaughlin 


commended his address to renew my motion to dismiss. I wonder if I might do 
so at this time so that the record will show that I did? 


THE COURT: Yes, the record will show. 

MR. IDOMIR: All my motions that I have advanced. 
THE COURT: Yes. 


MR. 


IMwII 


R: 


I take it they are denied? 


THE COURT: Oh, yes, they are denied. 

Ml. IDOMIR: Your Honor, I would like to have at least an hour to address 
the jury. 

THE COURT: Beg pardon? 

Ml. IDOMIR: I should like to have at least an hour to address the jury. 
THE COURT: You can't talk an hour. 

Ml. IDOMIR: I think so. Your Honor. The evidence 1s voluminous. 
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THE COURT: You can’t possibly do it. tfell go ahead. 

Ml. OQMIR: X might not, but I would like to have the leeway. 


(302) 


THE COURT: You can’t possibly do that. 

(In open court:) (303) 

ARGUMENT ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT 

• - . 

Ml. IDQMIR; Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, it is my duty now to sum 
up as best I can on behalf of the defendant in this case. 

I should like to say at the outset that I am in full agreement with 
Mr. McLaughlin that the traffic in narcotics should be stopped. I can’t 
th i nk of anything that is worse than having addiction in society. On the 
other hand, ladles and gentlemen of the jury, we must bear in mind that even 
narcotic agents are human and that even they are subject to human frailities, 
and that even they have ambitions, would like to get promotions, commenda¬ 
tions. I don’t have to tell you that it is not an uncommon occurrence that 
the police abuse the right that they have to enforce the law to their own 
benefit, whether to satisfy their ego, whether to acquire wealth. 

Now I say to you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that the law is not 
unmindful of this fact, and for that reason the legislature of this country, 
the judges, sanction the defense of entrapment, the defense of duress. A 
man can not be convicted merely because certain acts were committed. It is 
the duty of the Government to prove to your satisfaction beyond a reasonable 
doubt that there was an intent to commit the offense. That is a necessary 
element. If a man sets fire to a house at the instruction of one who is 
holding a knife in his back or a pistol or a heavy blunt instrument, (304) 

is he guilty of arson? Did he intend to do that? I submit to you ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury that in this case you have a heavy burden. It is 
for you to decide as judges of the facts, solely of the facts, whether this 
man acted voluntarily or under conditions which indicate to you that he didn’t 
intend to commit the crimes charged, the offense as charged. 

Now as His Honor will instruct you, where a defendant cocsnits an act 
under circumstances indicating that his own will power was overcome by some¬ 
body else, either through inducements or promises, he is not guilty; much 
more so is it true that where threats of violence are used, that he is 
entitled to a defense of duress and entrapment. And, ladies and gentlemen of 
the jury. His Honor will instruct you that actual violence need not be com¬ 
mitted, need not be. His Honor will further instruct you that the law looks 
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upon the individual a a he is. Sane of us are stronger. Some of us are (304) 

i 

weaker. Some of us succumb sooner; some of us might not succumb at all. 

The lav takes the individual as he is. 

Nov, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, this defendant need not show the 
courage of Richard the Lion Hearted and resist to the extent that he would 
have under these circumstances, and no doubt he would have resisted. He 
doesn't have to do that, because he is not Richard the Lion Hearted, nor is 
he Napoleon. He is James Parker, a man who volunteered to tell you that (305) 
he had at one time been addicted. & didn't have to tell you that. He didn't 
have to tell you that. He volunteered that he was addicted. He didn't want 
anything else to do with the traffic, and as His Honor will tell you, addic¬ 
tion is not a crime. He is not on trial here for having at one time in the 
past been an addict. He was unfortunate enough, as hundreds, perhaps thousands 
of others are and have been, to have fallen victim to this disease. 

How did it start? How does alcoholism start? You go into a restaurant, 
take a drink of seme kind. You like it. Perhaps you don : t particularly want 
to take it. "Come on, let's have a drink," someone says, and you have it. And 
gradually you drink more. Then you start drinking by yourself, and before 
you know it, you are an alcoholic. Nov that is an unfortunate situation. But 
that man is not a criminal. By the same lav, as His Honor will instruct you, 
so is drug addiction. 

So I beg of you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in your deliberations, 
considering your heavy responsibility as regards this man's future, to at all 
times bear in mind addiction is not a crime. He is not charged with addiction. 
He can't be charged with it. And as I say, he volunteered that information to 

i 

you. He didn't have to do it. He could have skirted around it. He didn't 
have to tell you that. He volunteered that. He said he didn't want to have 
anything else to do with it. Just like somebody going to Alcoholics Anonymous, 
he takes his cure, comes out and tries to be a decent cltisen, and 1 (306) 

say to you that he will be if nobody tries to get him to drink again. Be is 
not very strong willed, as Mr. McLaughlin implied that this defendant might be. 
1 don't believe that somebody who at one time was an addict, whether he now 
is, is very strong willed, nor is an alcoholic. It is an unfortunate situation. 

Now Mr. McLaughlin pointed out to you, and I will reiterate it, if I 
may, the fact that this defendant pleaded guilty at a time that he was addicted 
to the offense of housebreaking, which he explained was his taking his friend's 




(306) 




television set and pawning it, his friend’s, and passing, I believe, 
several checks, when he was addicted* But that is not evidence in this case. 

I questioned him, I asked him about that. Be told you what happened. Nov that 
is not evidence in this case. The only purpose that you might use that in¬ 
formation for is tp decide to vh&t extent to believe him. As a matter of 
fact, so was Mr. Reed a convicted peddler. I am not sure of the word peddler. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, Mr. McLaughlin tells you about 
Pogue. Well, of course, he knew Pogue. He knew Brown. He knew Williams. Pogue 
you saw him- and heard his testify. He hasn’t been sentenced yet. He hasn’t 
been sentenced yet. He testified yes, he gave drugs to Parker. He don't say 
Parker told him. As I say, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, Pogue (307) 

has an interest in this case, too. He is awaiting sentence. But this de¬ 
fendant didn’t deny that he put Fialkewics and Reed in contact with Pogue. He 
doesn't deny that. But he does explain the circumstances under which he did 
it. And, of course, there is no indication here that any duress whatever 
was applied on Pogue, who did plead guilty. As His Honor will instruct you, 
the fact that Pogue, who is named in this indictment, did plead guilty has 
nothing whatever to do with this man’s case. As I say, there is no evidence 
that any duress was applied on Pogue. 

Now X submit to you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that this man's 
testimony that he was threatened, that he was frightened out of his wits by 
the story given by Fialkewicz and the informer Reed, does not stand alone. 

It is corroborated by the testimony of people whom you have observed here, 
a lady who is head cashier of the Community Chest in Washington and has been 
employed by the Community Chest for 24 years. Yes, she is Ms aunt. She 
is Ms aunt. You saw her on the witness stand. You heard her testimony how he 
made a phone call. At first she thought he was kidding, then realizing it was 
serious, she told Mm to come on over. He went over. You recall what she 
stated, that he appeared frightened, nervous. He couldn’t tell her why he 
needed the money. Reed was right behind him, right behind Mm with an overcoat. 
In that connection, Reed gave two versions about that money. You recall (308) 
that I asked him whether or not he ever got any money from this defendant, 
whether be asked Mm for any, and he stalled around a bit and he said he did. 

I asked him how much. He said he thinks it was $10. I said, wasn’t it 18? 

I said, do you agree with me that it was 18? He said yes, he agreed. And then 
he changes his story and tells you, this man Reed, who depicts himself as a 
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pillar of virtue — he tells you that he got the money for Levenson. 

But, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, Levenson was right there in the 
apartment with him. He was in the apartment with him. Uhy would he have to 
say give this man his money? Levenson had & mouth to speak for himself, 
except today he didn’t say much. I wonder what Levenson might have said if 
he hadn’t been afraid to talk. 

And, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, the testimony is, and it is 
admitted by Reed, that on that particular evening, Levenson in his cab drove 
this defendant and Mr. Reed to his aunt and uncle's place. Nov if it was 
his money, so hepped up to get it, why didn’t he go in with his partner? 

Why did he wait outside, and this man right behind him, like a U. S. marshal, 
walked in the house and sat there and didn : t say anything, just staring, 
watching? Nov is'Reed telling the truth or is he lying, ladies and gentlemen? 

Nov that is for you to decide. You are the judges of the facts in this 

j 

case. It is for you to decide who is lying, who is telling the truth and to 

i 

what extent. And it is your privilege, ladies and gentlemen of the (309) 

jury, if you decide that any witness is lying in any one particular, to dis¬ 
regard his entire testimony. That is your privilege, as His Honor will in¬ 
struct you. 

Nov Reed at the beginning denied emphatically that he had made any 
threats, so did Fialkevicz, and Reed, it is my recollection of the evidence, 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury, yesterday when he vas on the stand, denied 
that he ever carried any dangerous weapon, a blackjack included. But today, 
these other witnesses appear that you saw there. He talked about changing it. 

j 

He came from outside. He admitted he had a blackjack. He admitted it today. 

He still denied that he had a knife, but he admitted he had a blackjack. 

And then on further questioning, he finally admitted that he made a statement 
that he had represented himself in the following maimer: I’m hot. I’m in 
trouble, I’ve got to have a hideout. 

Nov, of course, you don't just walk up to a man and say I'm hot. I'm in 
trouble, I've got to have a hideout. You do a little more talking before 
you do that. You make a few more representations along similar lines. Reed 
denied that he ever made any kind of threats, either directly or indirectly, 
as far as this man is concerned. Yet, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you 
have here five witnesses who I feel — five reputable witnesses — substantiate 
the fact that considerable duress and threats were used against this man. 
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Mrs. Roys ton, whom you will recall, testified that Reed told her (310) 
several months ago — and she only found out about her daughter’s engagement 
to this character, as she referred to him. She being asked by Mr. McLaughlin, 
she testified, I say, that he told her Jim Parker had better stay away from 
Pat if he knows what's good for him. He had been going out with Pat. Reed took 
over after meeting her through him. Now I don't mean to in any way impugn 
the Integrity of Pat Chambers. She was engaged to him. She admitted that, so 
did Reed. And Mr. McLaughlin asked Mrs. Roys ton, well, you don't like Reed 
because he is engaged to your daughter? I believe she answered at the time 
and said — well, rather, you don't want your daughter to marry him? And I 
thought she said no, I wouldn't want her to marry this kind of character. 

Now I asked her when she found out about this engagement. She only found 
out about it last night. Yet all these things took place way before that. 

Now take young Bill Roys ton, 16 years old. I asked him the same question: 
Did you hear Reed state that Jim Parker had better stay away from Pat? He 
gave a frank answer: No, he didn't recall having heard that particular remark, 
but he did recall a statement that Reed had represented himself as a big 
time hoodlum and a gangster and a safecracker, which, again, Fialkewicz and 
Reed both denied at the beginning, then Reed subsequently admitted it. And, 
of course, the young boy as well as his mother both testified that (311) 

they say the blackjack. Perhaps that is what brought Reed to his senses in 
making him admit on the second cross examination yes, he did have a blackjack. 
Pat Chambers was out there, Mrs. Roys ton's daughter was out there with him. 

They knew that the information about the blackjack was out. 

Now Mr. McLaughlin, ladies and gentlemen of the jury — I made a note 
here — said to you this defendant's story about a blackjack and knife, that 
is childish, it is childish. He would like for you perhaps, I don't know, to 
disregard the only defense he has to these charges, namely, entrapment and 
duress. Is that his story only about blackjack and threats? Mrs. Royston 
testified about it, so did the young boy. And how about Mr. and Mrs. Vender 
Miller? In what state did they see him appear at their place and say, "I've 
just got to have $18. I beg of you. I can't tell you why I want it, I just 
can't tell you." Of course, he couldn't. Reed was right behind him. That boy 
was afraid to say anything to anybody. He didn't confide in his own aunt. 

Now I say to you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that is not a childish 

story. That is not a childish story. The human being is not a superman, and he 
can't be expected to be. He can take so much. 


Nov the testimony is that Levenson, whom he knew and Heed knew, (311) 
had told him, had called hip on the phone: I have same heavy char- (312) 

actors here, hoodlums, hums. One of them happens to be by cousin. They’ve 
got the habit or sick sister — whatever story was given — got the habit. 

Nov he told you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that quite a story vas 
built up before these men met him. And, of course, here is a man who at one 
time voluntarily told you vas addicted, and no doubt he vas not unmindful 
that pressure of varying degrees is sometimes applied on people: get this, 
get this, ranging from blackmail on up. Mr. McLaughlin says to you, ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury, that if he knew they vere gangsters and hoodlums, 

i 

why did he meet him. But he didn’t even know Levenson vas bringing them there. 
Levenson just vent on down and took them to the apartment. There they met a 
man by the name of Leo Williams. They entered into direct negotiations vith 
Williams. That vas the testimony, not only his, Fialkevicz’s and Reed's. 

Mr. McLaughlin asks you, if he vas afraid from vhat Levenson told him, 
and he had no reason to believe Levenson vas lying, that if he vas afraid 
they vere hoodlums and gangsters, that they vere dangerous, that they vere 
on the lam, vanted by the police, why did he see them again? But the testimony 
is very clear, I believe, on this point. Be never once contacted either 
Fialkevicz or Heed. They kept pestering him vith calls, looking him 19 about 
getting some more drugs. Obviously, that man at that stage vas under the 
impression that they vere desperate characters.. He vas impressed by it to the 
extent that he, against his vill, agreed to try to make seme calls. (313) 

Nov Mr. McLaughlin says veil, he had to have contacts. Well, I vill go 
this far and say that he vas a musician. Pogue, who you sav here, vas a musician. 
Williams vas a musician. Brown vas a musician. I vill say this, and I believe 
it is not a secret, that in the entertainment world, drugs and booze float 
around rather freely. So under pressure from these people, what does he do? 

He starts making calls. But did he call Pogue directly? Did he? No. He made 
other calls. He called a lot of people. F in ally Pogue says yes. I'll get 
you some. Mr. McLaughl in says he knew where to get it. He made many calls. 

But who would call a stranger? What vas he to do, pick up the directoiy and 
start calling at random? Obviously, he had to call vhcm he knew. But he wasn’t 
acting on his own, not of his own volition. Certainly, he called people he 
knew. But did he get it from the first persons he called? No, indeed. And many, 
many calls vere made to him, and he vas contacted by Heed and by Fialkevics. 


# • 

You beard bis testimony, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that (313) 
Heed pulled a knife on him, pulled a blackjack on him. Reed denied it. He 
denied at first he had a blackjack, then admitted it. And his testimony that 
Reed did pull the knife and blackjack on him is backed up, 1 say to you, 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury, by the fact he did go to his uncle and 
aunt and plead for money to give this extortionist. 

Now that money, that $16, supposed was given to either William (314) 
Brown or Leo Williams, and, of course, he is the one who introduced him to 
this man who had the $13. The man didn't show. So what does Reed say? You 
cough it up or you have had it. Now is that an indication that he acted 
voluntarily, ladies and gentlemen? 

And Mr. McLaughlin states, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that the 
police have to use informers. Well, I don't know whether this is proper 
or not, — Mr. McLaughlin will object if it isn't. I was a Government agent 
once, and I know they have to use informers. 

MR. McLAHGHLIN: I object to that, if Your Honor please, about his 
experience. 

THE COURT: Yes, talk of the facts of this case. 

MR. IDOMIR: I agree, police have to use informers, any investigative body. 
I agree with his statement that the police are as good as their informant 
network. We can go all the way on up to the White House. Even the President 
has to get &is information from somewhere. 

Now Mr. McLaughlin was, of course, referring to Reed and to Levenson. 

He said you have to use a man to get in, a man who knows them. I agree with 
that statement. And who did they use in this case? Levenson. They used 
Levenson in Parker's case. A man who is known to be in the trade an addict 
or the like is the one you have to use to get in, - is what Mr. Mc L aug hlin (315) 
said, and Levenson is the man they chose. 

Let me refer you, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, to my asking Reed 
and Pialkewicz, Agent Pialkewicz, whether they knew Levenson was an addict, 
that he had a narcotic record. Mr. McLaughlin jumped to his feet and objected. 
Pialkewicz stated yes, he knew something about it. He objected. Yet now 
he tells you you have to use that man. Obviously, they all knew that Levenson 
was involved in trafficking, and they also knew that Levenson knew that man, 
this defendant Parker. 

Now you will recall Agent Pialkewicz'# testimony, ladies and gentlemen 
of the jury. I asked him how and when did he meet Reed, and your recollection 
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on this, of course, is prevailing. He told you, ladies and gentlemen (313) 
of the jury, first in his office and then he said no, no, 1 net bin in the 
post office in Baltimore, in the Post Office Building. That is ay recollection; 
yours controls. Z said. Did you oontaet him? He said. Tee, indeed, I contacted 
him. He admitted it, Azg f faig, fteeg ya§ §c&ng under ypur instructions^ 
wasn't he? He said. Tee, he was acting under ay instructions. Of course, Reed 
admitted that, too. Everything Reed did binds the Government. He was their 
agent. They chose him. They chose to use him. If he goes overboard, they talcs 
the consequences. 

Now Fialkewics, as Z say, said that he contacted — Z asked him. Did you 
know that Reed was a convicted dope peddler? And, ladies and gentlemen of the 
Jury, much to ay amazement, he said he didn't know that. Tee, he did (316) 

j 

know he had some kind of conviction, but he did not know he was a convicted 
peddler. Now are you going to believe that, ladies and gentlenen of the jury? 
That is for you to decide. 

As Z say, a narcotic agent is no angel any more than Z am. He is a human 
being, too. He has got ambitions. Fialkewics says convictions and arrests 
don't mean anything to getting promotions. How reasonable does that sound? 

And Z do not mean to castigate the entire investigative organisation of the 
Government. Z have much respect for it. But there are those who abuse it. 

Now he says that he did not know that this man was a convicted peddler. 

Zt is for you to say whether you believe it or not. But you heard Reed: Did 
Mr. Fialkewics know you were convicted of violating narcotic laws? Op jumps 
Mr. McLaughlin to object. The objection was overruled by His Honor. His answer 
was certainly, of course he did. At least that one time Z know Reed told the 
truth. Fialkewics knew he was a convicted peddler. Bow could he not know? Why 

j 

would he contact him to bring him here to Washington to get in touch with 

Levenson? He was out building a case for himself, perhaps to get a little 
glory. 

Now the District Attorney, for whoa I have much respect — Z wish I had 
his experience — said that this defendant is a source for narcotics. Ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury, as Z said. His Honor will instruct you that (317) 
addiction is not a crime, and he was at one time in the past, ha volunteered, 
but he doesn't want to be involved any more. Zt is like an alcoho li c who 
takes a cure. As Z say, Mr. McLaughlin told you that he is a source. 

Now it came from the Government's own witnesses that he never had the 
stuff on him. He had to make many calls, many calls* Ha wasn't successful 



after each time. He would make a call each time. 1 want to have heroin (317) 
and what have you. No, indeed. After the pressure was put on him in the manner 
in which it was, yes, ho made those calls. He made those calls. What would 
the ord in a r y Individual do under those circumstances: knives, blackjacks, big 
buildup story before they even met him^ two men from out vest hit tpwn vanned 
for safecracking, and this and that, easy with a knife and blackjack. A man 
who might not be too strong-willed, how would he react to all those cir¬ 
cumstances? because this wasn't just 1, 2, 3. These things didn't just happen 
one step after another the way they were very chronologically and very nicely 
presented to you through Heed's testimony and Mr. Fialkewicz. And, incidentially, 
their testimony was practically identical. It didn't happen just like that. 

It never does. 

Fialkewicz first said well, Parker, just volunteered. He said practically 
nothing to Parker. Would you believe that? Here is a man with five years ex¬ 
perience as an investigator, and he meets a man, Parker, to whose place (318) 
he is taken by Levenson — taken, I say. It wasn't at his .request they vent 
there. He didn't know about it. And, bingo, the host didn't expect any guests. 

He says. How would you like seme heroin? 

Mr. Fialkewicz, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, denied outright that he 
posed as a gangster and a hoodlum, but not Heed. He stammered and fidgited 
in that chair and smiled to a point where I asked him if he found anything 
funny. And eventually he stated oh, yes, Parker was told that they were hot, 
words to that effect, they were wanted by the police, hoodlums, gangsters. 

But I said, Nov, did you tell him? Well, he was told. I didn't tell him, he 
said. That is my recollection: I didn't tell him. 

Well now, who could have told him? Levenson? Reed? Fialkewicz? Nobody else. 
Well now, let's see, did he tell him himself? What did he tell Mrs. Hoys ton? 
that he posed as a gangster, as a hoodlum. And the young boy what did he tell? 
about this blackjack story and what-not. He posed as a safecracker, wanted by 
the lav. 

Now that will impress an average individual, and as I say, a man who at 

one time had the unfortunate experience of having been addicted is perhaps more 

easily impressed than perhaps another individual. Nov Heed, who denied these 

things, told Mrs. Boys ton this. He told the young boy that. Is that young boy 

lying? Mrs. Yander Miller, 24 years in the Comnunity Chest, handles (319) 

the finances, was she lying? Mr. Yander Miller, director of furnishings at a 
well known clothing store, is he lying? Are these people lying or is Heed lying? 


Nov what was Mrs. Chambers* testimony, Mrs. Esther Clumbers? (319) 

Bragging after the arrest, what did he say? I had Jim Parker begging practi¬ 
cally on his knees, begging his aunt for money. If he wouldn't have gotten it, 
I would have beat the heU put of him, or words to that effect. Are all these 
people lying or is Heed? Fialkewicz, the man who is unimpressed by commenda¬ 
tions and promotions, who states that arrests and convictions in his profes¬ 
sion have not hin g to do with commendations and promotions, was he telling the 
truth when he said that he didn't know anything about Reed having been con¬ 
victed of narcotic violations? As I say, are these people telling the truth 
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right on down the line and were all these other people lying? The young boy 
who took the stand there never set eyes on Parker. That is what he said. He 
never saw him before. 

Now, there is just one technicality here, but I would like to refer to it, 
ladies and gentlemen of the jury. I have a note here. On January 30th, 
Fialkewicz testified that Brown, to whom they had been taken by Parker — 

Brown came back with a cellophane or a wrapper, that he handed that to another 
agent; he referred to Tremoglie, and Tremoglie gave it to Fialkewicz. He is 
quite sure of that. 

MR. MclADGHLIN; It is the testimony of the 31st, Your Honor, not (320) 
the 30th. 

MR. IDOMIR: Was that the 31st? I stand corrected. 

On that date, the man never touched it. Nov Reed and Tremoglie, what 
did they say? that Brown came back to the car* He handed it to Parker. Parker 
handed it to Fialkewicz. Now, as I say, they may have been mired up in their 
story; they might not have been. They know that possession, the actual handling 
of it, is an offense. They say he handled it. Fialkewicz says he didn't. 

Nov you heard Reed the first day. He sounded real sweet here, ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury, and I don't mean to be facetious. If I would not 
have had other facts at hand regarding Mr. Reed, I might have been Inclined 
to cry — a with the inverted conscience which is bothering him, bothering 
him something awful. 

Now Fialkewicz, ladies and gentlemen, and this is, I feel, crucial and I 
beg of you to bear this in mind in your deliberations in this case — he 
admitted that Parker was stalling him. Those are his words: Parker was stalling 
him, made him call again. He was told, I can't get it. Then he called him back. 

Then he looked up, either by himself or with Reed. There is no question 

about the fact that he had to make calls, make calls under the circmastanoes 


described, as corroborated by all these other witnesses. Now if he were (320) 


the only man to take the stand and say well, he threatened me, duress, 
blackjack, knife — here is a man who testifies all by himself, here (321) 
is the testimony of an agent, and a very, very non-eager one, and the testi¬ 
mony of a paid informer — now if his testimony were standing alone, I say 
that would be perhaps bad. As I say, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, it is 
not alone. People who don't even know h im testified in this case. 

Fialkewicz, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, admitted under cross ex¬ 
amination that he owns a hunting knife. Now I didn't ask him. Do you own a 
hunting knife? My question was. Do you own a knife? He said. Yes. I asked him. 
What kind? A hunting knife. He denied he had it in Washing ton. You heard 
other testimony regarding this knife. And this defendant is not in Baltimore, 
in Fialkewicz 1 s apartment, to look at his hinting knife. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, it is only human nature, and I 
freely confess to that, it is only human nature that if a police officer does 
go overboard in a case, in attempting to build it, he is not going to admit 
to any irregularities. He might as to some. He might try to minimize, but he 
is not going to come right out and say yes, that is what I did. You heard all 
the testimony here, ladies and gentlemen of the jury. You are the sole judges 
of the facts. You heard the testimony of the Government agent who said, and 
I will repeat it very briefly, that he was stalling. It is a very important 
point. You heard the testimony that Fialkewicz didn't know that Heed (322) 
had a narcotics conviction. You heard Reed say certainly he did. You heard 
them deny and then to some extent admit the false and fraudulent representations 
that were made to this defendant even before he met them. You heard about the 
blackjack, about the knives. 

Now, presumably, a witness is on neither side, as His Honor will instruct 
you. A witness belongs really to nobody. Mr. McLaughlin called some witnesses; 

I called some witnesses. The witnesses are supposed to relate the facts as 
they know them and not be either pro or con the Government or the defendant, 
and as His Honor will tell you, anybody can talk to a witness, and when I say 
anybody, I can talk to a witness; Mr. McLaughlin can talk to a witness. 

Now you heard me ask Mr. Fialkewicz whether or not he told Reed don't 
talk to him, don't talk to him. This was after the break yesterday. He didn't 
want me to talk to him. Why? Did they have anything to hide? Was Fialkewicz 
afraid that Reed might make a slip of the tongue? Reed doesn't have any training. 
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at least no formal training. He must have his underworld training. Be (322) 
might have made a slip of the tongue, because, ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury, he sure made a lot of them. Be talked his head off in his eagerness to 
show what a great man he is. Be talked to ftrg, flgyston. He talked to Mrs. 
Chambers. He talked to young Bill Roys ton. Who else did he talked to? Well, 
he talked here some, too. Be did make some admissions, — the black- (323) 

jack that he began to deny. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as the Court will instruct you, it is 
the obligation of the Government in this instance, represented by Mr. 
McLaughlin, to prove to you beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant 
Parker of his own free will committed the acts with which he stands charged. 
Now he must show that an intent, an intent existed to do these things. His 
Honor will tell you that if you find that he acted because of promises, in¬ 
ducements, threats, whether they were actually carried out or not, if he 
acted under those circumstances and was apprehensive that something might 
happen to him, that in that situation, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, he 
was entrapped. I might say more than that: where there are threats of serious 
bodily harm, that he acted under extreme durecs. 

The law does not sanction a police officer or any other investigator 
or his informers that he is using, will not sanction his resorting to threats. 
That is why the defense of entrapment is available and for no other reason. 

As I say, I don't want to overwork that particular point, ladies and gentle¬ 
men of the jury, but your obligation, moral and legal, as regards Defendant 
Parker is considerable. You have a terrific civic duty to perform. You must 
state whether he is guilty or whether he is innocent, and you must consider 
very seriously whether he acted under duress and threats, and if you 
find that he did, as His Honor will instruct you, it is your legal duty (324) 
and, 1 might add, your moral one to acquit him, because the lav in this 
country at least will not tolerate that the police, to further their own 
ambitions or for whatever other reason they might have, will cause a man to 
do something under those circumstances, throw him in the jug, have him tried, 
convicted, put a flower in their lapel and go home and tell their wife 1 did 
it again, another conviction — not in this country, ladies and gentlemen of 
the jury. 

So, therefore, I strongly ask you to give serious consideration to the 
testimony of all the witnesses in this case, as far as the defense is concerned 



not only to Defendant Parker's testimony, but the other people who have (324) 
no direct interest in this case, although Mr. McLaughlin did ask Mrs. Roys ton 
whether she opposed the marriage of her daughter to Mr. — What is his name? — 
Mr. Reed, alias Ralph Cohen. Of course, she opposed it, anybody would. She 
told him so: I don't want my daughter marrying a convicted peddler, a man of 
that nature, of that kind — all those statements he has been making about his 
accomplishments. Certainly, she did'nt. Does that have any effect on the 
testimony? She only found out about this engagement last night. This infor¬ 
mation came to my attention before, as she so told you. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, considering all the facts in this case, 

I feel that duress was the sole cause for the actions of this defendant. (323) 

I feel he acted in great fear. As I say, you must take a man as he is. You 
can't say, well, I don't think I would have done it. You must consider the 
the man, whether he has succumbed to that. 

And I want to say again — Mr. McLaughlin might again tell you, ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury that, well, we have to use these men, it is the 
only way we can get in. But there are occasions, when entrapment takes place. 

Why would there be a law on it otherwise? In cases similar to this, there 
are cases where entrapment and duress exist. It is for you to decide, ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury, whether entrapment and duress exist in this par¬ 
ticular case. It is for you to decide. 

I have no quarrel with Mr. McLaughlin, and he will tell you, if has got 
to be stamped out, et cetera. I have no quarrel with him, none whatsoever. 

And please also bear in mind, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, that he 
volunteered to you he was an addict and told you he wanted nothing else to do 
with it, and you have the entire web of circumstances which led to his in¬ 
volvement. You have that before you. He volunteered it. He didn't want to 
have anything else to do with it. He didn't have much choice, the circumstances 
being what they were, in letting his girl friend ride in the same car. She 
rode for a distance; Levenson, his friend, wasn't home, he knew; he was in 
the car, and then she got out. He didn't have much choice. I don't (326) 

believe that particular point is of much interest. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in conclusion I just want to say this 
one more thing, that if you are not satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that no 
duress or threats were used against this man, then it is your duty to acquit 
him. Thank you. 
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(336) 




CHARGE TO THE JURY 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, the defendant, James F. 
Parker, is charged in the first 10 counts of this indictment with the violation 
of three separate statutes^ which X shall bring tp your attention. The in¬ 
dictment is drawn £$ 13 egun^g, This def§n4§at } Jape§ f t Pfrkep, is charged 
in only 10, the first 10. He is not charged in counts 11, 12 or 13. So you 
will give no consideration to the charges made in counts 11, 12 and 13. 

It is provided by statute that is shall be unlawful for any person to 
purchase, sell, dispense or distribute narcotic drugs except in the original 
stamped package or from the original stamped package, and the absence of 
appropriate tax paid stamps from narcotic drugs shall be prims facie evidence 
of a violation of this subsection by the person in those possession the same 
may be found. 

The defendant is charged with a violation of the statute which I have 
now read to the jury in counts 3, 6 and 9. 

Another statute provides that it shall be unlawful for any person to 
sell, barter, exchange or give away narcotic drugs except in pursuance of a 

i 

written order of the person to whom such article is sold, bartered, exchanged 
or given, on a form to be issued in blank for that purpose by the (337) 

Secretary of the Treasury or his delegate. 

The defendant, James F. Parker, is charged with a violation of that 
Statute in counts 2, 5 and 8. 

There is still another statute which X shall bring to the attention of 
the jury. It is provided that whoever fraudulently or knowingly imports or 
brings any narcotie drug into the United States or any territory under its 
control or jurisdiction contrary to lav, or receives, conceals, buys, sells 
or in any manner facilitates the transportation, concealment or sale of any 
such narcotic drug after being imported or brought in, knowing the same to 
have been imported contrary to lav, shall be punished. That statute further 
provides that whenever on trial for a violation of this subsection the 
defendant is shown to have or to have had possession of a narcotic drug, 
such possession shall be deemed sufficient evidence to authorise conviction, 
unless the defendant explains the possession to the satisfaction of the jury. 

The defendant, James F. Parker, is charged with a violation of the 
statute which X have now read in counts 1, 4, 7 and 10. 
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The indictment specifies in count 1 that on or about January 12, (337) 


1955, within the District of Columbia, the defendant, James F. Parker, and 
William L. Brown facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, 
that is, 9 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 8 grains of (338) 
heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after the said 
heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of James F. Parker 
and William L. Brown, into the United States contrary to law. 

The second count specifies that on or about January 24, 1955, within the 
District of Columbia, the defendant, James F. Parker, did sell, barter, 
exchange and give away to Walter S. Kialkewicz a narcotic drug, that is, 

10 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 11 grains of heroin hydro¬ 
chloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk sugar and corn starch, not in 
pursuance of a written order, written for that purpose, from the said Walter 
S. Kialkewicz, as provided by law. 

The third count charges that on or about January 24, 1955, within the 
District of Columbia, the defendant, James F. Parker, purchased, sold, dis¬ 
pensed and distributed, not in the original stamped package and not from the 
original stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, 10 capsules containing a 
mixture totaling about 11 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride, 
histadyl, milk sugar and com starch. This is the same heroin hydrochloride 
which is mentioned in the second count of this indictment. 

The fourth count of the indictment specifies that on or about January 24, 
1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. Parker facilitated the con¬ 
cealment and sale of a narcotic drug, that is, 10 capsules containing a 
mixture totaling about 11 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro¬ 
chloride, histadyl, milk sugar and com starch, after the said heroin hydro¬ 
chloride had been imported, with the knowledge of James F. Parker, into the 
United States contrary to law. This is the same heroin hydrochloride which 
is mentioned in the second and third counts of this indictment. 

The fifth count of the indictment specifies that on or about January 30, 
1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. Pogue and James F. Parker 
did sell, barter, exchange and give away to Walter S. Kialkewicz a narcotic 
drug, that is, 10 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 9 grains of 
heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, not in pursuance 
Of a written order, written for that purpose, from the said Walter S. 
Kialkewicz, as provided by law. 


96 


The sixth count of the indictment charges that on or about January (339) 
30, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. Pogue and James P. Parker 
purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in the original stamped 
package and not from the original stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, 

10 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 9 grains of heroin hydro¬ 
chloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. This is the same heroin 
hydrochloride which is mentioned in the fifth count of this indictment. 

The seventh count specifies that on or about January 30, 1955, 340) 

within the District of Columbia, Peter C. Pogue and James F. Parker facilitated 
the concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, that is, 10 capsules contain¬ 
ing a mixture totaling about 9 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro¬ 
chloride and milk sugar, after the said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, 
with the knowledge of Peter C. Pogue and James F. Parker, into the United 
States contrary to iav« This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is 

mentioned in the fifth and sixth counts of this indictment. 

; 

The eighth count of the indictment specifies that on or about January 31, 
1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. Parker and William L. Brown 
did sell, barter, exchange and give away to Walter S. Kialkewicz a narcotic 
drug, that is, 18 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 20.5 grains of 
heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, not in pursuance 
of a written order, written for that purpose, from the said Walter S. 
Kialkewicz, as provided by law. 

The ninth count of the indictment specifies that on or about January 31, 
1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. Parker and William L. Brown 

purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in the original stamped 

! 

package and not from the original stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, 

j 

18 capsules containing a mixture totaling about 20.5 grains of heroin hydro- 
% 

chloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. This is the same heroin hydro¬ 
chloride which is mentioned in the eighth count of this indictment. (341) 

The tenth count of the indictment specifies that on or about January 31, 
1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. Parker and William L. Brown 
facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, that is, 18 capsules 
containing a mixture totaling about 20.5 grains of heroin hydrochloride, 
quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after the said heroin hydrochloride had 
been imported, with the knowledge of James F. Parker and William L. Brown, 



into the United States contrary to lav. This is the same heroin hydro- (341; 
chloride which is mentioned in the eighth and ninth counts of this indictment. 

To this indictment this defendant, James F. Parkor, has entered his plea 
of not guilty. 

You are told that an indictment is not evidence in any degree whatever. 

The purpose of an indictment is to inform the accused of the offense with 
which is is charged, and the only use which may properly be made of the in¬ 
dictment by this jury is to determine the nature of the charge now made against 
the defendant. 

You are told that in the first instance there is a presumption at law 
that the one stands accused is not guilty of the offense with which he is 
charged. This presumption of innocence should prevail in the minds of the 
jury in such a way as to cause them to find the defendant not guilty, unless 
from all of the evidence in the case the jury are convinced beyond a 
reasonable doubt that thu defendant is, in fact, guilty. (342) 

The burden of proof rests upon the Government, which means that before 
this jury will be warranted in finding the defendant guilty upon any one of the 
first 10 counts of the indictment, the Government must prove that guilt - and 
the jury must find that guilt from the evidence to your satisfaction beyond a 
reasonable doubt. 

A reasonable doubt means such a doubt as will leave the juror's mind, 
after a candid and impartial investigation and consideration of all the evi¬ 
dence and of all the facts and circumstances shown in the case, so undecided 
that the juror is unable to say that he or she has an abiding conviction of 
the defendant's guilt. It is such a doubt as in the graver and more important 
transactions of life would cause a reasonable and prudent person to hesitate 
and pauses. If the evidence fails to come up to this standard, it is such as to 
warrant such a doubt, and if you entertain such a reasonable doubt as to the 
guilt of this defendant on any of the indictment in which he is charged, the 
lav requires that you give him the benefit of that doubt and acquit him upon 
such charge. 

The words reasonable doubt must be given their usual and ordinary meaning. 
The doubt must not be trivial nor whimsical. It should not be based upon 
groundless conjecture and should not be sought after, for when it is such a 
doubt as the lav recognizes, it comes fairly and naturally into the minds 
of the jury and arises out of the evidence or from a lack of necessary (343) 
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evidence. It must be a doubt that appears to you to be reasonable in (343) 
the circumstances of the case as shown by the evidence. 

Since in several of the counts submitted to this jury the defendant, 

James F. Parker, is chayge^ jointly either viti* Peter C t Pogue oy William L. 
Brown, there is a principle of law which should be stated to this jury; it 
is this: If two or more persons are jointly engaged in an unlawful enterprise, 
each person so jointly engaged adopts as his own everything done or said by 
any other person so jointly engaged in the furtherance of the common unlawful 
purpose. This principle of law arises out of a statute which provides that in 
prosecutions for any criminal offense, all persons advising, inciting or con¬ 
niving at the offense or aiding or abetting the principal offender shall be 
charged as principals. 

In addition to the general plea of not guilty, the defendant has enter- 

posed the plea of entrapment. By such plea, the defendant contends that he 

did not desire to commit the offenses charged in uhe indictment and that he 

was persuaded to do what he did by acts and conduct of Government agents or 

officials, and that he was so induced to do what he did by such Government 

agents and officials for the purpose of entraping him in order to successfully 

criminally prosecute him. In other words, by his plea of entrapment, the 

defendant says that the criminal intent to violate the narcotic laws (344) 

originated not in his mind, but in the mind of the Government agents or 
officials. 

Upon the matter of such plea of entrapment, you are told that it is well 
settled that the fact that an officer of the Government merely affords the 
opportunity or facilities for the commission of crime does not defeat the 
prosecution. Artifices and strategem may be employed to catch those engaged 
in criminal enterprises. The appropriate object of this permitted activity, 
frequently essential to the enforcement of the law, is to reveal a criminal 
design, to expose the commission of crime, and thus to disclose would-be 
violators of the law. A different question is presented when the cr iminal 
design orginates with the officer or agent of the Government, and the officer 
or agent implants in the mind of an innocent person the disposition to commit 
the alleged offense and induces its commission in order that he may prose¬ 
cute him. 

You are told that the first duty of an officer of the law is to prevent, 
not punish, crime. It is not their duty to incite to and create crime for the 




sole purpose of prosecuting and punishing him. It is well settled in (344) 
the law that decoys may be used to entrap criminals and to present opportunity 
to one intending or willing to commit the crime, but decoys are not permis¬ 
sible to ensnare the innocent and law abiding into commission of crime. 

When the criminal design originates, not with the accused, but is (345) 
conceived in the mind of a Government agent or official and the accused is 
by persuasion, deceitful representations or inducement lured into the commis¬ 
sion of a criminal act, the Government is estopped by sound public policy 
from prosecuting therefore. 

Evidence has been placed before this jury that the defendant, James F. 
Parker, and the witness Reed each have been previously convicted of crime. 

Such evidence was not received as bearing upon the issues of the case, except 
that you may consider such evidence in connection with all other evidence 
and gill other facts and circumstances shown in the case in determining how 
much weight and credibility you will accord the testimony of the defendant, 
who took the stand as a witness in his own behalf, and/or the witness Reed. 

The law makes this jury the sole judges of the credioility of the 
witnesses and of the weight you will accord the testimony given by them. 

You should give to each witness that degree of credit and effect which in 
your honest judgment you think it ought to have. In coming to your conclusion 
as to what weight should be accorded the testimony of any particular witness, 
you may, and properly should, take into consideration insofar as you are able 
to do so the manner and appearance of the witness when on the stand and 
whether the testimony of the witness be frankly and honestly given, also 
vhat, if any, interest or lack of interest a witness may have in the (346) 
outcome of the case, and whether on that account the witness has colored 
in any way the testimony related to this jury. If you find that any witness 
has knowingly testified falsely with respect to any matter material to the 
issues of the case concerning which the witness might not reasonably have 
been mistaken, you say, if you wish, disregard all or any part of the 
testimony of such witness. 

The jury wxll take the case. You will retire to your jury room and 

deliberate upon your verdicts. When you return to the courtroom, let your 

verdicts be announced by your foreman. You will be asked for your verdict 

as to the defendant, Jam«s F. Parker, on each of the first 10 counts of this 

indictment, and your verdict upon each of such 10 counts will be guilty as 

charged or not guilty, as you may determine. 
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Do counsel have suggestions? 

Ml. XDOMIR: May ve approach the bench for one moment, Your Honor? 

(At the bench:) 

MR. nXMLR: If Your Honor please, I should like these additional instruc¬ 
tions, that the jury should not in any wise infer that the defendant Parker 
is guilty — 

THE COURT: Of what? 

MR. IDOMIR: — merely by virtue of the fact that Pogue, who was named 
in the indictment, pleaded guilty. 

The second instruction. Your Honor •- well. Your Honor referred to (347) 
Government agents and officials, and I believe Your Honor referred to Reed 
as a witness. I should like this further instruction, if the Court please, 
that Reed, insofar as this case is concerned, is to be regarded as a Government 
agent or official. The evidence shows he was acting under instructions. 

THE COURT: The evidence clearly shows that. 

MR. IDOMIR: Yes. Therefore, I should like Your Honor to instruct the jury 
that if they find Reed was acting pursuant to their instructions — 

THE COURT: If what? 

MR. IDOMIR: Simply that Reed was a Government agent or official. 

THE COURT: I don't need do that. He was introduced by the Government. 

MR. McLADGHLIN: Surely. 

THE COURT: That clearly appears. 

Ml. IDOMIR: Than this instruction. Your Honor, that if they find he was 
acting in conjunction with Government agents, that he is to be regarded as a 
Government agent. 

THE COURT: Well, there is no question but what he is a Government agent, 
is there? Is there any question about that? 

Ml. McLADGHLIN: Who? 

THE COURT: Reed. (34b) 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Yes, he was a special employee, they said that, working 
for the Go Vermont. 

MR. IDOMIR: Would Your Honor kindly instruct the jury to that effect, 
that he was a Government agent in this case? 

THE COURT: Yes, all right. 

MR. IDOMIR: Just one more point. Your Honor. 
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Duress is above and beyond entrapment, I mentioned to the jury, (348; 

that if they find the defendant acted as a result of threats made by these 

Government people, whether they were actually carried out or not, that if he 

% 

acted under compulsion, that he is entitled to acquittal, and that he need not 
resist to the point of no return, so to speak, that they must accept — 

THE COURT: If you wanted an instruction of that kind, you should have 
presented it. 

MR. McLADGHLIN: Sure* I object to it coming now. Your Honor. 

THE COURT: I wouldn't take it in that informal manner* 

Ml. McLADGHLIN: I object to it now. 

Ml. IDOMZR: If Your Honor please, the testimony throughout the case 
indicated that duress — 

THE COURT: If you had that in your mind all the way through — 

MR. IDCMIR: I did, and I argued it to the jury. (349) 

THE COURT: — you should have presented your request. I can't do it in 
your informal language. 

Ml. McLADGHLIN: I think Your Honor has covered it, anyway, as far as the 
entrapment is concerned. 

MR. IDQMIR: May I request this specific instruction. Your Honor, that if 
the jury find that the defendant, JamGs F. Parker, acted in consequence of 
threats of serious bodily harm — 

THE COURT: If you wanted that covered, you should have presented it. 

Ml. IDCMIR: Your Honor, from the outset of this case — 

THE COURT: You can't state that in a half a dozen words. 

* r . mcy MIR: I am sure just this specific instruction. Your Honor — 

Ml. McLADGHLIN: I think Your Honor has covered entrapment. 

MR. IDCMIR: Entrapment, but not duress, and I pointed out to the Court 
from the outset, when I asked for a continuance, that duress was used. 

THE COURT: Well, if you wanted an instruction of that kind, you should 
present it so I could have looked at it. 

Ml. IDOMIR: I didn't on entrapment, and Your Honor did give it. (350) 
THE COURT: I did give it. 

MR. IDOMIR; And throughout the trial, duress was apparent. I t h i nk the 
jury should have been instructed on duress. 

THE COURT: You should have asked that, but you stated your defense was 
entrapment. 
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MR. IDOMXR: I stated duress and entrapment, and it appeared 
throughout the trial. Your Honor. 

The Court will grant the others? 

THE COURT: No. 

MR. IDOMXR: I object. 

(In open court:) 

THE COURT: The jury is told that you should give no weight to the fact 
that Pogue has pleaded guilty to the charge made against him in determining 
the issue as against the defendant Parker. 

You are also told, if there is any doubt in the minds of the jury, that 
the witness — what is his name? 

MR. McLADGHLIN: Reed, Your Honor. 

MR. IDOMIR: Reed, Your Honor. 

! 

THE COURT: — that the witness Reed was a special employee of the 
Government. 

The jury may retire and deliberate upon your verdict. 

(Whereupon, at 11:00 o'clock a. m., the jury rotired to deliberate 
upon a verdict.) 

(At 2:40 o'clock p. m., the jury returned to the courtroom and (351) 
the following proceedings were had in the open courtroom:) 

THE CLERK: Mr. Foreman, has the jury agreed upon a verdict? 

THE FOREMAN: We have. 

THE CLERK: What say you as to the defendant James I* Parker on count 1? 
THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 2? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 3? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 4? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 5? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 6? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 7? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 




THE CLERK: On count 8? 


(351) 


THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 9? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: On count 10? (352) 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: Members of the jury, your foreman says you find the defendant 
guilty as indicated, that is your verdict, 60 say you each and all. 

(The jurors answer affirmatively.) 

MR. IDOMIR: I should like to have the jury polled. Your Honor. 

THE CLERK: Poll the jury as to each count? 

MR. IDOMIR: Yes. 

THE CLERK: The jury has been polled. Your Honor. (362) 

THE COURT: The Court receives the verdict of the jury. The defendant 
will be committed for sentence and the case will be referred to the probation 
office for pre-sentence report. 

(Whereupon, at 2:45 p. m., the trial in the above-entitled cause 
was concluded.) 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
v. 

JAMES F. PARKER, 

Defendant. 


CRIMINAL ACTION 
NO. 407-55 


Washington, D. C., 

Thursday, June 30, 1955. 

A motion for a new trial came on for hearing before the HONOR ABLE 
F. DICKINSON LETTS, a District Court Judge, at 10:50 a. m. 

THE COURT: The defendant's motion for a new trial will be denied. (371) 
Let the defendant come forward, please. 

MR. IDOMIR: May I address the Court, Your Honor? 

THE COURT: I will allow you to. 

You are James F. Parker? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You are to be sentencod on counts 1 through 10 of an indictment 
each count charging a violation of the Federal narcotics laws. 


MR. Idomir, what do you have to say for the gentleman? 
MR. IDOMIR: Thank you. Your Honor. 



THE COURT: Well, it isn't a matter of your belief. My query is (373) 
as to what he has told you* 

James F. Parker, do you have anything to say why sentence should not be 
pronounced? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: Well, yes, Jour Honor, I dp. 

I would like for you to consider, if you will, the fact that I (374) 
wasn't selling narcotics. I was not selling narcotics. I believe that is in 
the testimony, and as Mr. Idomir says, I believe I am quite sure that in the 
testimony Agent Fialkevicz stated that I was dilatory in performing these 
things for him, rather, I didn't go to him and ask him whether he wanted 
narcotics. He came to me and begged me under the ruse of having a sick wife, 
and knowing people in show business, I tried to help him. 

I was using narcotics. I wasn't thoroughly addicted, but I was using them 
occasionally, but it didn't bother me myself. But I was not selling narcotics, 
and 1 was also employed at the time I was arrested. 

THE COURT: Are you presently in need of treatment for the addiction? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: Beg pardon? 

THE COURT: Are you presently in need of treatment for the narcotic habit? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: 1 would like to have some therapy treatment, if I 
could, if it would be possible. i 


THE COURT: How long has it been since you have had any before your in* 
carceration? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: Well, I have been in the District Jail for five months? 


THE 




And before that, had you been using them right up to the (37$) 


time of your arrest? 

DEFENDANT PARKER: More or less, yes. Tour Honor, I have. 

THE COURT: It is the judgment of the Court that on each of the counts 1, 


2, 3 and 4 you be sentenced to imprisonment for a period of from 16 months to 
4 years and on each count pay a fine of one dollar. The sentences on counts 1, 

2, 3 and 4 may run concurrently. 

On each of counts 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10, it is the judgment of the Court 
that you be sentenced to imprisonment for a period of from 12 months to 4 years, 
and on each of such counts pay a fine of one dollar. The sentences on counts 5, 

i 

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 may run concurrently, but they will take effect at tho ex¬ 
piration of the sentence imposed on counts 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

The Court will in the formal order carry a recommendation that you be cared 


for at Lexington. 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Page 1 of 4 (377) 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FILED IN OPEN COURT 
Holding a Criminal Term MAY 2 - 1955 

HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 

Grand Jury Impanelled January 27, 1955, Sworn in on February 1, 1955 


The United States of America 
v. 

Peter C. Pogue 
James F. Parker 
William L. Brown 


Criminal No. 407-55 

Grand Jury No. 197-55 

193-55 204-55 
Vio. 26 U.S.C. 4704a, 4705a 
21 U.S.C. 174 


The (brand Jury charges: 

On or about January 12, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker and William L. Brown facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic 
drug, that is, nine capsules containing a mixture totaling about eight grains 
of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after the said 
heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of James F. Parker 
and William L. Brown, into the United States contrary to law. 

SECOND COUNT: 

On or about January 24, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker did sell, barter, exchange and give away to Walter S. Kialkewicz a 
narcotic drug, that is, ten capsules containing a mixture totaling about 
eleven grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk 
sugar and corn starch, not in pursuance of a written order, written for that 
purpose, from the said Walter S. Kialkewicz, as provided by law. 

THIRD COUNT: 

On or about January 24, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in the original stamped 
package and not from the original stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, 
ten capsules containing a mixture totaling about eleven grains of heroin hydro¬ 
chloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk sugar and corn starch. This 
is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the second count of 
this indictment. 

FOURTH COUNT: (378) 

On or about January 24, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker facilitated the concealment end sale of a narcotic drug, that is, ten 
capsules containing a mixture totaling about eleven grains of heroin hydro¬ 
chloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk sugar and com starch, after 
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the said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of 
James F. Parke r, into the United States contrary to lav. This is the saxae 
heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the second and third counts of 
this indictment. 

FIFTH COUNT: 

On or about January 30, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue and James F. Parker did sell, barter, exchange and give away to 
Walter S. Kialkevicz a narcotic drug, that is, ten capsules containing a 
mixture totaling about nine grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro¬ 
chloride and milk sugar, not in pursuance of a written order, written for 
that purpose, from the said Walter S. Kialkevicz, as provided by lav. 

SIXTH COUNT: 

On or about January 30, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue and James F. Parker purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in 
the original stamped package and not from the original stamped package, a 
narcotic drug, that is, ten capsules containing a mixture totaling about nine 
grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. This 
is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the fifth count of 
this indictment. 

SEVENTH COUNT: 

On or about January 30, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue and James F. Parke r facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic 

drug, that is, ten capsules containing a mixture totaling about nine grains 

\ 

of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after the 
said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of Peter C. 
Pogue and James 7. Parker, into the United States contrary to lav. This is 
the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the fifth and sixth 
counts of this indictment. 

EIGHTH COUNT: (379) 

On or about January 31, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker and William L. Brown did sell, barter, exchange and give away to 
Walter S. Kialkewicz a narcotic drug, that is, eighteen capsules containing 
a mixture totaling about 20.5 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro¬ 
chloride and milk sugar, not in pursuance of a written order, written for 
that purpose, from the said Walter S. Kialkevicz, as provided by lav. 


107 


Page 3 of 4 


407-55 


(379) 


NINTH COUNT: 

On or about January 31, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Park er, and William L. Brown purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not 
in the original stamped package and npt from the original stamped package, 
a narcotic drug, that is, eighteen capsules containing a mixture totaling 
about 20.5 grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk 
sugar. This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the eighth 
count of this indictment. 

TENTH COUNT: 

On or about January 31, 1955, within the District of Columbia, James F. 
Parker and William L. Brown facilitated the concealment and sale of narcotic 
drug, that is, eighteen capsules containing a mixture totaling about 20.5 
grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar, after 
the said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of 
James F. Parker and William L. Brown, into the United States contrary to law. 
This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the eighth and 
ninth counts of this indictment. 

ELEVENTH COUNT: 

On or about February 3, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue did sell, barter, exchange and give away to Walter S. Kialkevicz a 
narcotic drug, that is, seventeen capsules containing a mixture totaling 
about nineteen grains of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, 
milk sugar and com starch, not in pursuance of a written order, written: for 
that purpose, from the said Walter S. Kialkewicz, as provided by law. 

TWELFTH COUNT: 

On or about February 3, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in the original stamped 
package and not from the original stamped package, a narcotic drug, that is, 
seventeen capsules containing a mixture totaling about nineteen grains of 
heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk sugar and corn 
starch. This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the 
eleventh count of this indictment. 

THIRTEENTH COUNT: 

On or about February 3, 1955, within the District of Columbia, Peter C. 
Pogue facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, that is. 
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seventeen capsules containing a mixture totaling about nineteen grains of 
heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride, histadyl, milk sugar and corn 
starch, after the said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge 

of Peter C. Pogue, into the United States contrary to law. This is the same 

! 

heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the eleventh and twelfth counts 
of this indictment. 

/s/ Leo A. Hover _ 

Attorney of the United States in 
and for the District of Columbia 

PILED (381) 

MAR 6 1955 

HARRT M. HULL, Clerk 
PLEA OF DEFENDANT 

On this 6th day of May 1955, the defendant James F. Parker, appear¬ 

ing In proper person and by his attorney John Idcnrir, Esquire, being arraigned 
in open Court upon the indictment, the substance of the charge being stated 
to him, pleads Not Guilty thereto. 

The defendant is remanded to the District of Columbia Jail. 

By direction of 

/s/ JOSEPH C. McGARRAGHY 
Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court # 3 

FILED (382) 

JUN 7 1955 

HARRT M. HULL, Clerk 

On this 7th day of June, 1955, came again the parties aforesaid, in manner 
as aforesaid, and the same jury as aforesaid in this cause, the hearing of 
which was respited yesterday; whereupon after hearing the instructions of the 
Court, the two alternate jurors are discharged from further consideration in 
this case. The jury retired to consider their verdict. 

The jury returns into Court and upon their oath say that the defendant 
is guilty as indicted; and thereupon each and every member of the jury is asked 

i 

if that is his or her verdict and each and every member thereof says that the 
defendant Is guilty as indicted. 

The case is referred to the Probation Officer of the Court and the de¬ 
fendant is remanded to the District o^ Columbia Jail. 

By direction of 
/s/ F. Dickinson Letts 

Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court # 2 


109 



MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 


FILED (383) 

JUN 13 1955 

HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 


Cooes now the defendant Parker, by and through Ms attorney, rad rgr 
spectfully moves this Honorable Court for a new trial for the following reasons: 

1. The court erred in denying defendant's motion for judgment of acquittal. 

2. The verdict is contrary to the weight of the evidence. 

3. The court erred in sustaining objections by the government to questions 
addressed to the following witnesses: Fialkevicz, Conrad Reed (alias Ralph 
Cohen), Treoogle, Pogue, Mrs. Ester Chambers, Patricia Chambers, Mrs. Edmund 
Royston, William Rcyston, defendant Parker. 

4. The court erred in overruling objections by the defense to questions 
addressed by the government to the witnesses mentioned in the preceding para¬ 
graph, excepting witness William Royston. 

5. The court erred in refusing to charge the jury on duress generally 
and as specifically requested by counsel for defendant Parker. 

6. And for such other and further reasons that may be argued at the hear¬ 
ing of this motion. 

/s/ John Idonir 
John Idosdr 

Attorney for Defendant Parker 
917-15th St., N.W. 

Washington 4, D.C. 

DI 7-0611 

FILED (384) 

JUL 6 1955 

HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 

On this 30th day of June, 1955, came the attorney of the United States, 
the defendant in proper person and Ms attorney John Idondr, Esquire; whereupon 
the defendant's motion for a new trial, coming on to be heard, after argument 
by counsel, is by the Court denied. The defendant is remanded to the District 
of Columbia Jail. 

By direction 
/«/ F. Dickinson Letts 
Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court # 2 


FILED (385) 

JUL 15 1955 

HARHT M. HULL, Clerk 

On this 30th day of June, 1955, came the attorney for the government and 
the defendant appeared In person and 1 by counsel, John Idocnir, Esquire. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea of 2 
not guilty and a verdict of guilty of the offense of 

Violation of Sections 4704a, 4705a, Title 26, U. S. Code; 

Violation of Section 174, Title 21, D. S. Code 

as charged 3 

and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why 
Judgment should not be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being 
shown or appearing to the Court, 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of 
the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a 
period of 4 Sixteen (16) months to Four (4) years and to pay a fine of One 
Dollar ($1.00) on each of counts one, two, three, and four; said sentences by 
the counts to run concurrently; Twelve (12) months to Four (4) years and to 
pay a fine of One Dollar (1.00) on each of counts five, six, seven, eight, 
nine, and ten; said sentences by the counts to run concurrently and to take 
effect at the expiration of the sentences imposed on counts one, two, three, 
and four. 

itx isxj h iflirtgfdxlhat* 

It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and 
commitment to the Doited States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the 
copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 

/s/ F. Dickinson Letts 

United States District Judge. 

The Court recommends commitments to: 4 Lexington, Kentucky. 

j 

Clerk. 
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JUL 11 1955 
HARHT M. HULL, Cleric 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

and address of appellant 
F. Parker 

Elowo® Garland Ave., Silver Spring, Md. 
and address of appellant's attorney 
John Idomir 

Suite 804 Edmonds Building, D. C. 

Offense 

Violation 26 USC 4704a, 4705a; 21 DSC 174 

Concise statement of judgment or order, giving date, and any sentence 
Verdict; Guilty as charged on June 7, 1955. Remanded to District Jail. 

Sentenced on June 30, 1955: 16 mos. to 4 yrs. and fine $1.00 on ea- of counts 
1, 2, 3 & 4, to run concurrently. 12 mos. to 4 yrs. and $1.00 fine on ea. of 
counts 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 & 10, to run concurrently and to take effect an expiration 
of the sentences Imposed on 1, 2, 3 & 4. 

Name of Institution where now confined, if not on ball 
District of Columbia Jail. 

I, the above-named appellant, hereby appeal to the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit from the above-stated judgment. 

July 11, 1945 /s/ James F. Parker 
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2. XT the foregoing question is answered in the sff tractive, should 
the trial Jaifij os a natter of lnr, have charged the Jury on "coercion or 

3. XT each a charge me act given, did it tffeet the substantial 

rights tf the appellant within the ieHf of Sola 32 (b), JJLOrtmJP.f 

continuance for a/ 

4* Xa there any Indication that a raasonahla length of tine would 
■hi It peaeiHe to call a ultueaa for the iaf e n ee ebo would testify that 
appellant's tavolTWixt use Involuntary, aa a result of direct threats against 
hia lifet 

3* Xf the ansvar to b above is in the afftractive, did the trial 

Judge abas e hia I leant Ion in denying a eentinaaneat 

tth irmnr 

A 

Mi 32 (b), federal Balsa of Criminal Procadare. 


1* Share is substantial evidence in the r e c ord Indicating that oaarolcn 
has bean raised aa an laantial issue in tha ossa; Caress conatitutae a defense 

• * ; i • * . • . 

S ' • • » • 

to the charge in tha Imftlctnont. 

2* appellant naa entitled, aa a natter of lan, to have each issue 

* • . i • # . 

p r uao nt a d to the Jury under tha guidance of Instructions by tha court, 

3* She trial oo url failed to so charge tha Jury, to the notarial 
prejudice of appellant uithln the naming of Bala 32 (b), ?, X* Grin* ?• 
Bavaraible error naa thereby ecandtted* 

* ' i » 

b* She trial Judge's denial of a continuance use an abase of 
discretion and constituted reversible error* Bad a continuance been granted, 
the t at tunny of • notarial witness would have boon affectively available* (Be 
argrumt on this point will bo suhaittlng in writing)* 

She record clearly shove that tha principal theory of defease la 
coercion, end mtr a p n mt Is secon d a r y. Xt naa tha duty of tha trial oourt to 
laatruot the Jury In aooordanoo with such theory* 
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